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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CUELLAR). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC. 
July 25, 2019. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable HENRY 
CUELLAR to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2019, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

PROCEED WITH IMPEACHMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise because I love my coun-
try, and I also rise because I believe 
that we are currently in a constitu-
tional crisis. 

The executive branch of the govern-
ment is refusing to honor subpoenas 
lawfully issued by committees of the 
Congress. The executive branch of the 
government does not respect the judici-
ary. 

We are in a constitutional crisis. We 
have a duty, an obligation, and a re-
sponsibility to do something about 
this. 

So I rise today, Mr. Speaker, some 99 
days after the Mueller report was made 
public. The Mueller report has been 
thoroughly vetted by the Members of 
Congress to the extent that we have 
talked about it and have proclaimed 
that there are impeachable acts that 
are clearly indicated within the 
Mueller report. The Mueller report has 
been discussed ad infinitum and ad 
nauseam by Members of Congress. 

I am not saying that everybody 
knows what is in it, but I do know that 
there is a notion that there is a 
Mueller report and that that report has 
information in it—evidence, if you 
will—that is antithetical to the Presi-
dent and would, in some cir-
cumstances, be such that we would 
bring Articles of Impeachment. 

I would also indicate that we are now 
1 day since Mr. Mueller testified before 
the Congress of the United States of 
America, the Judiciary Committee and 
the Intelligence Committee. 

Mr. Mueller has written his report. 
He has testified before Congress, and 
now the question really becomes: What 
are we going to do? Will we seek addi-
tional testimony? I am not opposed to 
it, but I do believe this: At some point, 
we will start to see evidence of what 
Dr. King called the paralysis of anal-
ysis. I believe that we are now seeing 
the initial evidence, if we haven’t seen 
it before, of the paralysis of analysis. 

This paralysis is something that will 
stall us to the extent that someone will 
move forward and say, rather than im-
peach, let’s defeat. 

I am not one of them. I believe that, 
if we violate Article II, Section 4 of the 
Constitution, then we ought to enforce 
that law. No one is above the law in the 
United States of America. 

We must honor Article II, Section 4 
of the Constitution, which deals with 

impeachment. If we do not, history will 
not be kind to us. It especially will not 
be kind to those of us who are in con-
trol of this House. 

We decide what comes to the floor. 
We decide what the agenda is. History 
will not be kind to us if we don’t take 
up our duty, responsibility, and obliga-
tion pursuant to Article II, Section 4 of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, we are at the crossroads 
of accountability. Either we will hold 
the Chief Executive accountable, or we 
will be held accountable. I pray that we 
will do that which the Framers of the 
Constitution fully intended, and that is 
to proceed with impeachment when 
you have a Chief Executive who is 
causing harm to society. 

This is a seminal moment in time for 
those of us who are in charge of this 
House. Either we will act, or we will be 
acted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

CALLING FOR REJECTION OF THE 
BDS MOVEMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, the failure of some Members 
of the House of Representatives to con-
demn the global Boycott, Divestment 
and Sanctions, BDS, movement that 
seeks to sabotage and undermine the 
State of Israel is appalling to me. 

Instead of empowering a movement 
that seeks to isolate Israel, we should 
be supporting our greatest ally in the 
Middle East. 

I have seen firsthand that BDS ef-
forts violate the core goals of univer-
sities, which thrive—or should thrive— 
on open exchange and debate. And I re-
ject the rationale of some Members 
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who voted against the resolution under 
the guise of free speech. 

H. Res. 246, voted on this week, 
echoes many resolutions that I have 
broadly supported. In February, House 
Republicans put forth one such meas-
ure to reject anti-Semitism in all 
forms. 

Astonishingly, some House Members 
expressed dissent during the voice vote 
on this motion. However, once a re-
corded vote was called, the motion 
passed 424–0. 

This week, the majority leadership 
took the path of least resistance from 
its far-left Members by putting on the 
floor another resolution to condemn 
anti-Semitism but refusing to debate 
legislation with the teeth necessary to 
push back against the hateful BDS 
movement. 

Support of Israel has long enjoyed bi-
partisan consensus, and real action 
against the BDS movement must be 
taken. I and 195 other Republicans 
signed onto a discharge petition for 
H.R. 336, the Strengthening America’s 
Security in the Middle East Act, to 
bring this legislation before the full 
House for an up-or-down vote. 

H.R. 336 imposes direct and concrete 
penalties on the BDS movement by al-
lowing State and local governments to 
adopt laws to divest public funds from 
groups or organizations that boycott 
Israel. 

S. 1, the Senate companion to H.R. 
336, passed with strong bipartisan sup-
port, 77–23. By passing H.R. 336, this 
House would send a clear message that 
the BDS movement’s anti-Semitic mes-
sages and actions will be met with firm 
consequences in the United States. 

It is important that we stand in op-
position to the BDS movement and 
stand with our strongest ally in the 
Middle East. 

We must reject the BDS movement 
with the full force of law and continue 
to support Israel as the major strategic 
partner that this body has long en-
shrined in our laws, our policy prior-
ities, and our hearts and minds. 

f 

HOUSING AFFORDABILITY CRISIS 
HURTS ECONOMIC GROWTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Oregon (Ms. BONAMICI) for 5 minutes. 

Ms. BONAMICI. Mr. Speaker, my 
home State of Oregon, like much of the 
country, is facing a housing afford-
ability crisis that is hurting families 
and the economy. 

I recently held six listening sessions 
in the district I represent. In every 
community—urban, suburban, and 
rural—I heard from individuals, em-
ployers, local officials, and nonprofits 
that told me the lack of affordable 
housing is having serious consequences 
around northwest Oregon. 

Over the last several years, housing 
costs have gone up significantly, but 
wages have not. Available housing 
stock has not kept up with demand, 
driving prices higher and higher. Much 

of the new housing that is being built 
is unaffordable for middle- and low-in-
come households. 

To afford a modest one-bedroom unit 
at fair market rent, someone earning 
minimum wage in Yamhill County, Or-
egon, for example, would need to work 
65 hours a week. In Multnomah County, 
someone would need to work 81 hours a 
week to pay for a modest one-bedroom 
apartment—81 hours a week. 

Housing is foundational. It forms the 
bedrock of a family’s stability and se-
curity, and it is vital to each person’s 
full participation in society. 

The toll of this crisis on families and 
communities is devastating, and it is 
also hampering economic growth. I 
heard time and again from employers 
who are struggling to attract workers 
in areas where housing was 
unaffordable or unavailable, employees 
commuting long hours because they 
cannot afford to live closer to their 
jobs. 

In Columbia County, for example, I 
heard how the lack of affordable hous-
ing for just one individual negatively 
affected the whole community. The 
county government recruited a highly 
qualified new finance director from an-
other State, only to have that person 
struggle to find a permanent place to 
live. After staying in an RV for 4 
months, she finally had to quit in the 
middle of budget season because she 
could not find a place to live. 

Federal policies and resources are a 
vital part of addressing this true na-
tional crisis. Unfortunately, Federal 
support for cost-burdened individuals 
and families is severely insufficient 
and declining. 

According to the Oregon Center for 
Public Policy, more than one-third of 
Oregon households are cost-burdened. 
That is 530,000 households spending 
more than 30 percent of their income 
on shelter, with some spending more 
than half of their income for a place to 
live. 

Despite that tremendous need, only 
one out of every five eligible families 
receives any Federal housing assist-
ance. Wait lists at public housing au-
thorities often stretch into years. 

At the Federal level, we have many 
tools to help address these problems: 
tax incentives, voucher programs, pub-
lic housing, and grants that empower 
nonprofits and communities that im-
plement local strategies. But the re-
sources Congress provides are woefully 
insufficient. 

We need to do much more if we hon-
estly want to make sure that every 
person in our communities has the dig-
nity and stability of a roof over their 
head. 

Mr. Speaker, this crisis is why I sup-
port transformative legislation like 
the American Housing and Economic 
Mobility Act. It would invest $445 bil-
lion to create 3 million deeply afford-
able homes and cut rental costs by 10 
percent. 

I also strongly support the Ending 
Homelessness Act to comprehensively 

address chronic homelessness by pro-
viding a surge of resources that will 
drastically expand access to housing 
and case management that integrates 
healthcare and other supportive serv-
ices. Our communities are better and 
families will thrive when everyone has 
a home. 

Ultimately, any solution will require 
a determined and coordinated effort by 
all stakeholders, including community 
activists, developers, lenders, nonprofit 
leaders, and elected officials at every 
level of government. 

Congress must step up and be part of 
the solution. I ask my colleagues to 
join me today in committing to bold 
action to address the housing afford-
ability crisis in Oregon and across the 
country. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL HIRE A 
VETERAN DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
today, July 25, as National Hire A Vet-
eran Day. 

In 2017, the nonprofit Hire Our Heroes 
established the day to highlight the 
many talented men and women who 
served our country and are now seek-
ing civilian employment. 

Hire Our Heroes serves as a resource 
bank for veterans to seek professional 
advice, discover new training opportu-
nities, and search for new job opportu-
nities. 

Our Nation’s veterans are some of 
the most dedicated and selfless individ-
uals who call this great Nation home. 
While we may never be able to repay 
them for their sacrifice fully, the very 
least we can do is to help ease the tran-
sition back into civilian life. 

A big part of that transition is ensur-
ing there are well-paying, family-sus-
taining jobs available for our men and 
women in uniform when they return 
home. 

The most recent numbers from the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics show vet-
eran unemployment at 3.2 percent, the 
lowest rate since 2011. That is great 
news, but that does not mean our work 
here is done. 

As a proud father of an Army infan-
tryman, I am proud to have supported 
legislation throughout my time in Con-
gress that ensures our Active Duty 
servicemembers and their spouses have 
the tools they need to defend our coun-
try successfully. But it is critical that 
we also support legislation that pre-
pares our veterans for adjusting to life 
after combat. 

There are more than 7 million open 
jobs across the country. Our veterans 
want to work, and service is in their 
veins. 

b 1015 

They want to make an honest living 
and provide for their families. They 
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want to learn new skills and be proud 
of the work that they do. It is impor-
tant that we do our part to ensure 
these opportunities are available. 

We can bolster veteran employment 
opportunities with career and technical 
education. Many of the men and 
women seeking civilian employment 
are already highly skilled, highly 
trained. They are experienced, lit-
erally, under fire. 

The skills that come with CTE train-
ing can help expand our veterans’ ex-
isting skill sets and prepare them for 
careers in STEM disciplines, nursing, 
construction, information technology, 
energy, cybersecurity, and many more. 

Mr. Speaker, our veterans are a huge 
part of what makes this country so 
great. They have chosen to risk their 
lives to protect our Nation. We have 
the opportunity, no, the responsibility 
to provide them with the best possible 
care and to empower them with the 
necessary tools to make smart career 
decisions when we welcome them 
home. 

Hire Our Heroes says the best way to 
thank a veteran is to hire one. We 
should all keep this in mind as we cele-
brate our Nation’s veterans today and 
for many more days to come. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE AND SERVICE 
OF BARBARA KELLER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. RUIZ) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RUIZ. Mr. Speaker, there are 
people whose empathy and compassion 
glow like a beacon, and others whose 
shine like the sun. 

That was Barbara Keller: A blazing 
star of kindness and an inspiring local 
leader who lived to serve others, cham-
pioned causes that uplifted the sick, 
the poor, and fought for the rights of 
the LGBTQ community. 

For 3 decades, Barbara called Califor-
nia’s Coachella Valley home. Barbara 
and her husband, Jerry, brought award- 
winning restaurants to the Coachella 
Valley. But it was Barbara’s generosity 
and commitment to serving others that 
made her so remarkable. 

Barbara was a champion for com-
bating HIV/AIDS through her leader-
ship as the first female president of the 
Desert AIDS Project. Barbara was 
moved by the deaths and suffering of 
many HIV-infected friends living on 
the margins, facing injustice and dis-
crimination in their struggle to live. 
She brought hope and healthcare to so 
many individuals living with, affected 
by, or at risk for HIV or AIDS. 

As a doctor, I had the honor of work-
ing with Barbara on the Desert AIDS 
Project in our shared advocacy for the 
health of local and medically under-
served communities. 

Barbara’s annual Steve Chase Awards 
fundraisers were a fixture of the 
Coachella Valley, as was her incredible 
gala dress fashion, second only to her 
beauty and class. 

Barbara also lent her compassion to 
defending the health of patients while 

working with the AIDS Assistance 
Project and the Loma Linda Children’s 
Hospital. 

During her years of service to our 
communities, Barbara also helped grow 
our desert’s art scene through organi-
zations like the Palm Springs Art Mu-
seum and the McCallum Theatre. 

Barbara’s generosity in her public 
life was complemented by her extraor-
dinary kindness in her private life. 

My wife, Monica, and I knew Barbara 
as a dear, dear, friend and a wonderful 
role model to our daughters, Sky and 
Sage. I was constantly personally 
touched by her loving nature, her un-
wavering support and encouragement, 
and her dedication to her higher pur-
pose. 

Barbara most treasured her family, 
and her greatest pleasure was being a 
loving wife, a mother, a daughter, and 
grandmother. 

Barbara devotedly cared for her 
aging father, Marvin Cohn, until he 
passed away in March at 106 years old, 
never once telling him she was under-
going intense chemotherapy for breast 
cancer. Barbara’s death soon followed 
the following month on April 15, 2019. 

Barbara and her husband Jerry’s 
marriage was a love story few can 
claim and a touching example of the 
power of true love. 

Barbara leaves behind her devoted 
husband, Jerry, her son, Brad, her 
daughters, Lindsay, Lisa, and Kelly, 
and her seven grandchildren, Taylor, 
Rebekah, Graham, Ridley, Greta, Eva, 
and Levon, and her sister, Carole. 

While Barbara’s passing deeply sad-
dens me, her memory will live on in my 
heart and in the hearts of the countless 
individuals whose lives she touched. 

In an era of ‘‘me first,’’ ego-driven, 
selfish ambition, Barbara reminds us 
that love, kindness, and genuine serv-
ice to others is possible. She is the em-
bodiment of good, humility, strength, 
and outer and inner beauty. Her legacy 
lives on in the countless lives she im-
proved and inspired. And she was a 
giant, a social architect, designing a 
healthier, kinder, more just commu-
nity. 

Knowing Barbara, and calling her my 
friend, was an incredible, unique, and 
beautiful blessing in my life. And her 
story must be told and recorded in our 
national records, so that generations 
to come can learn the vast potential of 
our national spirit. 

She will be missed. 
f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF 
GROVER DAVIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. DUNN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize an extraordinary man. He 
is from Bay County, Florida, and I am 
fortunate to have him as a dear friend 
of mine, Mr. Grover Davis. 

Grover was born into a fishing family 
in December of 1941 in Parker, Florida, 
and he learned the value of hard work 

at a young age. He built fishing boats 
with his father and his brothers, lead-
ing his family to own the first charter 
fishing boats in Panama City. 

When his father died, Grover dropped 
out of high school and worked with his 
brothers to support the family. They 
made a living in the charter fishing 
business, with young Grover below 
deck keeping the boats running. He 
still keeps the boats running 70 years 
later. 

He learned a lot about life at a young 
age. He met his wonderful wife, Judy, 
at Bay High School, and married her in 
1961. 

By the 1970s, the Davis family was 
managing the St. Andrews Marina, and 
Grover became interested in a new 
business venture. In 1974, he began Ma-
rine Transportation Services, which 
provided transport services for oil and 
gas companies in the Gulf of Mexico. 
Marine Transportation Services has 
truly become a family affair, with his 
wife, Judy, and his daughters, Kim and 
Kerrie, joining him at the helm. 

Grover treats all of his employees 
like family. In fact, 50 percent of his 
employees started at Marine Transpor-
tation right out of high school and still 
work there to this day. 

He is unfailingly supportive of all of 
his employees. When they make a mis-
take, he doesn’t let them go. He is fa-
mous for sitting with them and saying: 
‘‘Did you learn something from this?’’ 

His favorite phrase is: ‘‘There are 
only two kinds of captains; those who 
have run aground and those who are 
about to run aground.’’ 

Grover truly leads by example in all 
aspects of his life, and he has spent 
much of his life giving back to the 
community. He is a big supporter of 
Camo Dreams, a nonprofit that helps 
disabled children go on hunting trips, 
and routinely supported events for the 
Girl Scouts when his daughters were 
growing up. 

Grover, his wife, Judy, and his daugh-
ters, have long since cemented their 
place in the firmament of stars that 
are the foundation of our community 
back home. 

He has always preached that honor is 
the most important value among peo-
ple, and no one person is better than 
another. He never asks anyone to do 
what he would not do himself. 

Judy and Grover have two children, 
Kim and Kerrie, two grandsons, and 
two great grandsons. They all describe 
him as an amazing friend, father, and 
leader in our community. 

He is the single most social man I 
know. A great storyteller, he always 
surrounded himself with his friends, 
and if he stood still for more than a few 
minutes, it was certain that he was 
frying grouper or mullet for a host of 
people. He loves people and they love 
him. 

I have to say, Grover is also widely 
known as a huge and very inventive 
practical joker. He has been known to 
go to elaborate lengths to prank his 
friends. 
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He is also an amazing historian, espe-

cially knowledgeable about the minu-
tiae of World War II. All of his friends, 
and I count myself lucky to be among 
those, revere our time that we spend 
with him. He is always entertaining, 
educational, and exceptional. 

One of his daughters recently said to 
me: ‘‘Daddy is so social and he knows 
so many people that he could cause a 
traffic jam in Calhoun County.’’ That 
is a lot of personality. 

I spoke with him on the phone last 
week, after he received his diagnosis of 
a rapidly progressing terminal illness. 
After sharing his terminal diagnosis 
with me, he lightheartedly promised 
that, come what may, he would vote 
for me by absentee ballot next year. 

Mr. Speaker, as the curtain draws 
closed on the life of my friend, I ask 
that we cast our attention on a man 
who lived an extraordinary life; a man 
who changed my community for the 
better; a man who cared for and sup-
ported many, many friends and family; 
a man who is, quite literally, larger 
than life. 

Mr. Speaker, please join me in recog-
nizing my friend, who made me a bet-
ter person, made my community a bet-
ter place, Mr. Grover Davis. 

Grover, we are praying for you, my 
friend, and for your family. 

f 

COAST GUARD REAUTHORIZATION 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New Hampshire (Mr. PAPPAS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. PAPPAS. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning, I rise in support of the 42,000 
men and women of the United States 
Coast Guard, the vital public safety, 
humanitarian, and national defense 
missions they perform, and this 
House’s passage yesterday of the Coast 
Guard Reauthorization Act of 2019. 

Coast Guard members are the first 
responders of America’s oceans, water-
ways, and coastlines, conducting varied 
missions, often at a moment’s notice, 
including search and rescue, securing 
our Nation’s ports and waterways, and 
conducting law enforcement oper-
ations. 

In my district in New Hampshire, we 
have been home to the Coast Guard 
since its founding, and the Granite 
State has relied on its work to keep us 
safe and strong for generations. 

Last month I had the privilege of 
meeting with the crew of the Coast 
Guard Cutter Tahoma at the Ports-
mouth Naval Shipyard. As I met offi-
cers and crew members and toured 
their vessel, I was struck by the crit-
ical nature of their missions and the 
challenges they encounter in executing 
them. 

Cutters like Tahoma patrol inter-
national waters and interdict drugs 
coming to America’s shores. Their 
work saves lives and makes our com-
munities safer. The Coast Guard has 
been doing this work despite being 
chronically underfunded and under- 
resourced. 

The Coast Guard faces cartels and 
smugglers with staggering resources 
and advanced technology, and studies 
show that only 20 to 30 percent of the 
illegal drugs coming to our shores are 
interdicted. 

According to the leaders of the Coast 
Guard, the most significant factor in 
its inability to meet drug interdiction 
targets has been insufficient inventory 
of vessels and aircraft to support oper-
ations. 

At a time when our Nation is facing 
a profound crisis of addiction, we can 
and must do more to ensure that the 
Coast Guard is fully funded and has the 
resources it needs to keep our country 
safe. 

That is why yesterday’s action to 
pass the Coast Guard Reauthorization 
Act of 2019 in a bipartisan way was so 
critical. This act supports the Coast 
Guard for the next 2 years with more 
than $11 billion in discretionary fund-
ing each fiscal year, allowing them to 
address a backlog created by previous 
cuts. 

An important bill I introduced was 
also included, the Fair and Equal 
Treatment of Women in the Coast 
Guard Act. This seeks to increase the 
recruitment and retention of women in 
the U.S. Coast Guard and improve gen-
der diversity in this branch of the 
Armed Forces. 

This comes in response to a study 
commissioned by the Coast Guard that 
identified barriers to attracting, re-
cruiting, and retaining women, and 
recommended ways to improve gender 
diversity in the service. It is one im-
portant step to assure that the Coast 
Guard can continue to attract our Na-
tion’s best and brightest. 

When we talk about keeping this Na-
tion safe, let’s remember the incredible 
work performed by our Coast Guard 
close to home and around the globe. 

Let’s show the Coast Guard Members 
that Congress has their backs, and let’s 
continue to work collaboratively to en-
sure the Coast Guard has the proper 
support and policies in place to carry 
out its missions. 

f 

THE PLAGUE OF ROBOCALLS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BABIN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
with great uncertainty. I am uncertain 
that I can make it through this speech 
without being interrupted by a 
robocall, which has become a daily or, 
rather, sometimes an hourly nuisance. 

For far too long now robocalls and 
spoofing have become a hindering 
plague upon the phones of millions of 
Americans. I hear from constituents on 
a daily basis about how their lives are 
habitually interrupted by phony phone 
calls, and how their cell phones, once 
seen as necessities, are now sources of 
frustration. 

In many cases, these calls are dan-
gerous and disguised, seeking to steal 
valuable information by tricking the 

unsuspecting. In other cases, these ag-
gravating calls disrupt important busi-
ness, intrude on leisure activities, dis-
turb family dinners and, even worse, 
are not restricted by the time of day. 

b 1030 
These calls have been distracting, ir-

ritating, and deceiving Americans for 
long enough, and that is why I have in-
troduced a bill called the Double the 
Enforcement and Fines of Everyone As-
sociated with Terrible Robocalls Act, 
or, in short, the DEFEAT Robocalls 
Act. This bill ensures the harshest pen-
alties for the individuals who are 
caught making illegal robocalls and 
spoofing calls. Simply said, the bill 
takes all the fines and penalties that 
those making robocalls currently face 
and doubles them. 

It is time that we hold those who 
continue scamming Americans all 
across the country liable for their ac-
tions in a manner as serious as their 
crime. 

I am encouraged to see Congress’ re-
cent legislative actions to prevent 
robocalls from being a daily hindrance, 
and I call on my colleagues to continue 
moving swiftly to send a bill to the 
President’s desk so that we can restore 
Americans’ trust when they answer 
their phones. 

HONORING THE LIFE OF DR. CHRISTOPHER 
COLUMBUS KRAFT 

Mr. BABIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of Dr. Christopher Co-
lumbus Kraft, who served as NASA’s 
first flight director and one of the 
agency’s preeminent leaders. 

Kraft passed away on July 22, 2019, at 
the impressive age of 95 years old and 
only 2 days after the 50th anniversary 
of the Apollo 11 Moon landing. 

It is impossible to overstate the vital 
role that Kraft played in the formative 
years of NASA. 

After graduating from Virginia Poly-
technic Institute in 1944 with a bach-
elor’s degree in aeronautical engineer-
ing, Dr. Kraft started work at NASA’s 
precursor, the National Advisory Com-
mittee for Aeronautics; and toward the 
onset of the space race in 1958, Presi-
dent Eisenhower established the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration and tasked Project Mercury 
with getting America into space and 
putting a man into orbit. 

During this time, Kraft essentially 
created the entire concept of mission 
control and successfully directed all 
six crewed Mercury missions, including 
those that made Alan Shepard the first 
American in space and John Glenn the 
first American in orbit. 

In Project Gemini, Kraft was pro-
moted to the head of mission oper-
ations. Now in charge of a team of 
flight directors, he served ‘‘on console’’ 
during many historic moments, includ-
ing Ed White’s first spacewalk in Gem-
ini 4. 

Achieving all of this proved to the 
country and the rest of the world that 
America could succeed in space, and 
certainly set the stage for the Apollo 
missions to the Moon. 
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During Apollo, Chris Kraft soon rose 

to the position of deputy director of 
the Manned Spacecraft Center, now 
known as Johnson Space Center, which 
I proudly represent, and in 1972 was 
promoted to serve as the Center direc-
tor. 

Before Dr. Kraft’s retirement in 1982, 
he contributed to a myriad of other 
projects, including Skylab and the first 
space shuttle missions. 

While our space program continues 
to grow by leaps and bounds and our 
hands and hearts reach outward for 
Mars, we should remember the man on 
whose shoulders we stand and the great 
debt owed not only by NASA and our 
Nation, but also by our entire planet, 
to this incredible individual. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Dr. Kraft for his serv-
ice to our country, ‘‘flight.’’ 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE LIFE AND 
SERVICE OF JAMES HUSTON 
MURPHY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. LOUDERMILK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in recognition of the life and 
service of Mr. James Huston Murphy. 

James is a 94-year-old decorated 
World War II veteran as well as a na-
tive of the 11th Congressional District 
in Georgia. 

Jim graduated from Lanier High 
School for Boys in 1942 and was an offi-
cer in the school’s ROTC program, 
where he was preparing for a career as 
an officer in the U.S. military. The 
ROTC program is where Jim learned 
valuable lessons that would serve him 
down the road during the war. 

In the fall of 1942, Jim enrolled at 
Georgia Tech, in Atlanta, with the 
hope of receiving an Army officer’s 
commission through Tech’s senior 
ROTC program. At that time, the 
United States was 4 years into World 
War II; and at the urging of Army re-
cruiters, Jim and most of his fellow 
ROTC classmates enlisted in the Re-
serves because the military wanted 
them to complete college and officer 
training before going to Active Duty. 

However, that idea was short-lived, 
because in March of 1943, President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt called Jim’s 
ROTC class and others across the Na-
tion into immediate Active Duty. They 
were needed as ground troop replace-
ments, and at that time, Jim was bare-
ly 18 years old. 

In the spring of 1943, Jim reported to 
Fort McPherson in Atlanta, where he 
faced many challenges, but nothing 
more daunting than passing the mili-
tary standard eye exam. And I know 
you are thinking: How difficult is an 
eye exam? Well, for Jim it was nearly 
impossible because Jim was blind in 
his left eye from birth. 

This disability would disqualify Jim 
from serving in the military, but Jim 
was not going to let that stop him from 
serving his country. He believed that 

service was his duty, and after playing 
a few hand tricks during the exam, he 
passed. 

In March of 1944, Jim was entered to 
Camp Howze near Gainesville, Texas, 
to join the 103rd Infantry Division. The 
division was embroiled in intensive 
combat training, and since Jim had al-
ready received some artillery training, 
he was assigned to Battery C of the 
928th Field Artillery Battalion, a 105- 
millimeter howitzer unit. 

They trained long and hard, knowing 
they were headed for war. They learned 
the mission of artillery to support ad-
vancing infantry ground forces in com-
bat and how to bracket your target 
area by trial and error. Jim’s job was 
to be the forward observer radio oper-
ator when they were in combat and a 
jeep driver when the battery was mov-
ing forward. 

Only a few months had passed since 
Jim was assigned to the 103rd Infantry 
Division before he was aboard the USS 
Monticello heading for the war. 

The trip across the Atlantic was any-
thing but luxurious. The military had 
packed the ship like ‘‘a can of sar-
dines,’’ as Jim put it; and the 2-week 
voyage was full of severe storms and 
indescribable seasickness, and a fear of 
being torpedoed always loomed in the 
back of their minds. 

After arriving in France, it would not 
take long for Jim’s combat unit to see 
their first action, and it occurred while 
they approached the Vosges Mountains 
in northeastern France. One of Jim’s 
forward observer team was killed by 
rifle fire in the small town of Barr, 
which meant that Jim and the other 
member had to carry on the job a man 
short. For this, they were later award-
ed the Bronze Star. 

Jim survived the record winter that 
enveloped northern France, Belgium, 
and Germany during the war, but he 
did not leave unscathed. On Christmas 
night 1944, after finishing a warm meal, 
Jim became very sick while single- 
handedly manning a forward outpost 
only 200 yards from German soldiers. 
The pain became so intense that he had 
to be transported to a field hospital, 
and doctors determined he had a bad 
case of appendicitis. 

While Jim was lying in the hospital 
bed after appendix surgery, the Battle 
of the Bulge was just getting under-
way, and Jim realized his battery des-
perately need him. Going against doc-
tors’ orders, Jim put on his uniform, 
left the hospital, and hitched a ride 
back to his battery. The rest of Jim’s 
unit was amazed he came back, and in 
the meantime, his battery commander 
had learned he was blind in one eye. 
Jim was nominated for the Silver Star, 
but Jim refused, as he felt any citation 
earned should go to the entire battery, 
not just him. 

Germany surrendered in May of 1945, 
marking the end of the war effort in 
Europe, but the war was still raging in 
the Pacific, and that is where Jim was 
sent. However, before Jim got there, 
the atomic bombs were dropped on Hir-

oshima and Nagasaki, and World War II 
was soon over. 

In Jim’s own words: ‘‘My contribu-
tions to World War II, from enlistment 
to discharge, was 2 years, 11 months, 
and 14 days of my youth, including 9 
months in combat. For this I am proud 
and have no regrets. I did not have to 
go to the war, but I believed it was my 
duty, and I wanted to go.’’ 

Jim will be the first to tell you his 
story is like so many others who 
fought in Europe during World War II, 
but in reading his memoirs, his self-
lessness, his duty to his country and 
fellow soldiers was quite exemplary. 

Mr. Speaker, Georgia’s 11th Congres-
sional District and the United States 
House of Representatives thanks Jim. 
We thank him for his service to our Na-
tion and his sacrifice for our freedoms. 

f 

WE CANNOT GIVE UP ON THE 
GUATEMALAN PEOPLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Mrs. TORRES) for 5 minutes. 

Mrs. TORRES of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today as the first person 
born in Guatemala to serve in the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. 

I know the Guatemalan people have 
lived through many difficult times, and 
I know this because I was born there 
during the civil war. My parents made 
the heartbreaking decision to send me 
to live with my uncle in the United 
States when I was a little girl. 

But through it all, the people of Gua-
temala have not given up. They have 
continued to work to make a better life 
for their children and for their chil-
dren’s children. They have worked for 
justice, for democracy, and they have 
won important victories. 

In 1996, the efforts of the Guatemalan 
people ended the civil war; and in 2007, 
their search for justice led to the cre-
ation of the International Commission 
Against Impunity in Guatemala, an in-
novative institution whose mission was 
to help rid the country of corruption 
and organized crime. Working with 
brave Guatemalan judges and prosecu-
tors, CICIG made real progress in im-
proving Guatemala’s justice system. 

Then, in 2015, Guatemalans of all 
ages and political stripes took to the 
streets to call for the resignation of 
massively corrupt President Otto Perez 
Molina, and they won. 

The long struggle of the Guatemalan 
people has led to a country that is 
safer and more just. The country’s 
problems are far from resolved, but 
progress has been made. 

Today Guatemala is at a crossroads. 
CICIG has, unfortunately, been forced 
out, and the country is in the middle of 
an election season, but many Guate-
malans fear that the current govern-
ment will be replaced by a new govern-
ment that is just as corrupt as the cur-
rent and the previous ones. 

So many Guatemalans feel like they 
are alone, and some are losing hope, 
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but to the Guatemalan people I say 
this: 

You are not alone, and you cannot 
give up. Many of us here in the United 
States Congress understand your chal-
lenges. We understand what you are 
facing, and many of us refuse to believe 
the lies peddled by the corrupt polit-
ical class and their lobbyists. And 
many of us will continue to stand with 
you, and we will keep on fighting for 
your cause because we know that it is 
our cause, too. We know that a more 
just and democratic Guatemala is only 
in the best interests of ours, as well, 
and we know that you want for your 
children the same thing that we want 
for our American children. 

I am confident that one day Guate-
mala will have a government that is 
worthy of its people, a government 
that works to advance justice, not to 
undermine and eliminate it; and one 
day, the United States Government 
will once again support the fight 
against corruption in Guatemala, and 
together, as partners, we will work to-
ward a brighter and more prosperous 
and more democratic future. 

So in closing I say to my colleagues, 
we cannot give up on the Guatemalan 
people. And to the Guatemalan people I 
say: 

Do not give up on your future. Even 
in the darkness, we must look for signs 
of hope. 

And in 1990, a brave anthropologist 
named Myrna Mack was killed by a 
military death squad for speaking out 
about the abuses against indigenous 
Guatemalans, but her sister Helen 
worked to bring justice in her case and 
helped lead the effort to create CICIG. 
And now Myrna Mack’s daughter 
Lucrecia is going to be a member of the 
Guatemalan Congress. 

So we must remember Pablo 
Neruda’s words: ‘‘They can cut all the 
flowers, but they can’t stop the 
spring.’’ 

f 

A TOPIC THAT MUST BE 
ADDRESSED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today as a former FBI supervisory 
special agent and Federal prosecutor 
and as a strong advocate for civility to 
speak on a topic that must be ad-
dressed. 

In our country, political discourse 
has disintegrated to a degree that is 
completely unacceptable. Political op-
ponents label each other as enemies, 
and differences of opinion are met with 
slander and, oftentimes, with violence. 

I have never remained silent on this 
issue. When White supremacists mur-
dered a 32-year-old protestor in Char-
lottesville, Virginia, I expressed my 
outrage. When violent clashes erupted 
in Berkeley, California, in 2017, I also 
spoke out. 

Recently, in Portland Oregon, a jour-
nalist was assaulted by Members of the 

militant antifa movement. This jour-
nalist was covering an ongoing protest 
and suffered a brain hemorrhage, re-
quiring overnight hospitalization. 

b 1045 

Mr. Speaker, violence and hatred by 
any actor on any level is completely 
unacceptable. What is deeply troubling 
is antifa’s history of provoking and 
stoking political violence, along with 
encouraging civil unrest, to dissuade 
those who do not share their beliefs 
from exercising their First Amendment 
rights. 

In addition to the incident in Port-
land, antifa has tried to insight riots in 
Washington, D.C., following President 
Trump’s inauguration, and several 
antifa members in Philadelphia, right 
outside of my district, were arrested 
following an assault on Marine reserv-
ists. The charges they face include ag-
gravated assault, ethnic intimidation, 
and conspiracy, among others. 

Antifa has no desire to protest peace-
fully, no desire to learn from other peo-
ple’s experiences, and no desire to be 
receptive to fair and rational ideas out-
side of their own. They resort to vio-
lence and eschew peaceful demonstra-
tion at every turn. 

I recently sent a letter to Attorney 
General Bill Barr, demanding the De-
partment of Justice initiate pro-
ceedings to designate antifa as a do-
mestic terrorist organization to pro-
tect the welfare of journalists and also 
the general public. I have asked my 
former colleagues at the FBI to do the 
same. 

Political violence has no place in our 
society. In my career in law enforce-
ment, I have seen firsthand how vio-
lence erodes civil society. We must not 
give a pass to any organization that 
perpetuates a vicious cycle of hatred 
and ignorance. 

Antifa must be designated as the do-
mestic terrorist organization that it is. 

f 

MAKE AUGUST 16 NATIONAL 
INDEPENDENT WORKER DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. MOOLENAAR) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, 
independent workers are vital to our 
country and the strong economy that 
we are enjoying today, with unemploy-
ment under 4 percent, wages rising, and 
Americans keeping more of their own 
money, thanks to tax reform. 

These millions of workers are pur-
suing the American Dream of working 
for themselves, including contractors, 
consultants, freelancers, and small 
business owners. They embody the 
principles and values of our country’s 
Declaration of Independence by truly 
representing what it means to be free. 
They are found across every profession, 
income level, industry, party, race, re-
ligion, gender, and geography. 

That is why I am joining with the As-
sociation of Independent Workers in 

calling for August 16 to be National 
Independent Worker Day. 

This special recognition of inde-
pendent workers’ vital role in our Na-
tion’s economy is long overdue. As 
more and more Americans choose to 
take this career path, I will keep fight-
ing to make sure Washington stays out 
of their way and allows them to inno-
vate and succeed. 

I am proud to support all the inde-
pendent workers in my district and 
throughout this great Nation. 

HONORING CONSERVATIVE WRITER RUSSELL 
KIRK 

Mr. MOOLENAAR. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to pay tribute to the late Dr. 
Russell Kirk, a political theorist, mor-
alist, historian, and literary critic, in 
honor of a historical marker being 
placed at his beloved home in Mecosta 
in my district in Michigan next month. 

For over 40 years, Dr. Kirk taught 
students about political theory, cul-
ture, and virtue. He also wrote more 
than 30 books. Today, his legacy lives 
on through the Russell Kirk Center 
under the gracious leadership of his 
wife, Annette. 

Dr. Kirk is considered one of the pre-
eminent thinkers of his time. His first 
book, ‘‘The Conservative Mind,’’ has 
shaped the modern ideas of American 
conservatism. 

Dr. Kirk found his true joy in ad-
dressing college audiences because he 
believed the key to the lasting success 
of conservative ideas rested on shaping 
the cultural and moral beliefs of the 
next generation. 

In his books, articles, speeches, and 
interviews, Dr. Kirk’s wisdom has 
shaped the thinking of generations of 
conservatives around the world. 

His ideas have personally helped me 
in forming my own beliefs, and it is a 
privilege to pay special tribute to Dr. 
Kirk and his legacy today. 

f 

CELEBRATING 25TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF HOME INSTEAD SENIOR CARE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. BACON) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the 25th anniversary 
of Home Instead Senior Care. 

Since 1994, when Lori and Paul Hogan 
founded Home Instead in Omaha, Ne-
braska, it has provided personalized 
care, support, and education to aging 
adults and their families. 

Today, this network is the world’s 
leading provider of in-home care serv-
ices for seniors, with more than 1,100 
independently owned and operated 
franchises that provide more than 75 
million hours of care throughout the 
United States and 12 international 
markets. 

Home Instead Senior Care offices em-
ploy 75,000 caregivers worldwide who 
provide basic support services that en-
able seniors to live safely and com-
fortably in their own homes for as long 
as possible. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in congratulating the dedi-
cated men and women of Home Instead 
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Senior Care, who for 25 years have en-
hanced the lives of seniors and their 
caregivers in the United States and 
throughout the world. 

f 

HONORING SARATOGA’S MARYLOU 
WHITNEY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
New York (Ms. STEFANIK) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Marylou Whitney, the 
‘‘Queen of Saratoga,’’ who, sadly, 
passed away on July 19 at the age of 93. 

Marylou embodied the spirit of a re-
vitalized Saratoga. She was graceful, 
classic, sparkling, full of joy, and truly 
one of a kind. Most of all, she loved her 
community and gave so much of herself 
to it. 

She had a passion for horse racing 
and was a fixture of the Saratoga Race 
Course. She hosted a yearly racing sea-
son ball for many decades, where pro-
ceeds benefited track workers and local 
organizations like Saratoga Hospital. 
She was active and involved in philan-
thropy until her last months. 

Her generosity, energy, and compas-
sion were unmatched. She was the 
founder of the Saratoga Performing 
Arts Center and the National Museum 
of Dance. 

Marylou often called Saratoga one of 
her favorite homes, and those of us in 
the community are unsurprised by 
this. It is a community like no other, 
and Marylou made it better for all of 
us. Her deep commitment will leave a 
mark on Saratoga for generations to 
come. 

I want to express my sincere condo-
lences to Marylou’s husband, John 
Hendrickson, and her entire family. 

I consider it an honor to have known 
Marylou Whitney and an honor to 
speak her memory into the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD. She will be missed. 

HONORING ADIRONDACK’S RANDY PRESTON 
Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to honor and celebrate the life of 
Randy Preston, Wilmington Town su-
pervisor, former chairman of the Essex 
County Board of Supervisors, former 
volunteer firefighter, former fire chief, 
and fierce advocate for Essex County 
and the Adirondack region. 

After a long, courageous fight with 
an aggressive brain tumor, Randy, 
sadly, passed away on July 18. He was 
60 years old. 

He was a bipartisan leader on behalf 
of Essex County. He voted for the in-
terests of the people, was beholden to 
no one, and let no one deter him. He 
was, undoubtedly, a champion for those 
he represented. 

Randy’s missions and advocacies for 
the Adirondack region were innumer-
able. He was passionate about lowering 
our tax burden and ensuring we had 
ample funding for lifesaving emergency 
medical services. 

He was known not only for his 
staunch advocacy but for his sense of 
humor, his unapologetic convictions, 

and his willingness to shoot straight 
and be honest with people, whether a 
Governor or a Congresswoman. 

He was quick to tell me when he 
thought a policy was right for his com-
munity and just as quick to tell me 
when he thought a policy was wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, I express my deepest 
sympathies to Randy’s wife, Michelle, 
and his entire family. It is a sincere 
honor to enter Randy Preston’s mem-
ory and achievements into the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 
HONORING MARIANO RIVERA, FIRST UNANIMOUS 

INDUCTEE INTO BASEBALL HALL OF FAME 
Ms. STEFANIK. Mr. Speaker, the 

hallowed halls of the National Baseball 
Hall of Fame in Cooperstown, New 
York, welcomed six inductees last 
weekend. 

In 80 years, baseball has honored 232 
players as the best of the best. Only 
about 1 percent of the 19,500 who played 
the game are enshrined here. 

As a proud New Yorker, I can say the 
hall includes 60 Yankees, and the 
bronze busts of Bronx Bomber behe-
moths include Ruth, Berra, Gehrig, 
Mantle, DiMaggio, Jackson, and more. 

I rise today to honor Mariano Rivera, 
the first unanimous inductee into the 
Hall of Fame. 

Mo, the Sandman, wore the Yankee 
pinstripes with honor, pride, humility, 
and dignity for 19 seasons. On the field, 
number 42 was a 13-time All-Star and 
won five World Series championships 
with the Yankees, including being 
named MVP in 1999. 

Mo racked up a record 672 saves. His 
cutter is legendary. He amassed 1,173 
strikeouts and had a postseason ERA of 
0.7, allowing only 11 runs in 96 appear-
ances, fewer postseason runs than the 
number of people who have walked the 
Moon. 

Mo was the very definition of ‘‘auto-
matic,’’ as he was so often described. 

Mariano is a man of faith and recog-
nized the importance of family support 
through good times and struggles. He 
is a mentor, a teacher, and dem-
onstrates quiet leadership that is far 
too scarce today. 

Mr. Speaker, as a young boy in Pan-
ama, Mariano used a homemade glove 
of cardboard, tape, and netting. He had 
holes in his cleats when he tried out for 
the Yankees. 

Through grit, hard work, and dogged 
determination, Mo achieved the very 
pinnacle of greatness in America’s 
greatest game. He is the embodiment 
of the American Dream. 

Mr. Speaker, I say to Mr. Sandman: 
Here’s to you. I tip my cap. 

f 

CONGRATULATING SHAI MCDON-
ALD AND BRICE PATTERSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Montana (Mr. GIANFORTE) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize two young Mon-
tanans who are among the best in 
rodeo. 

In this month’s National High School 
Finals Rodeo in Wyoming, Montana 
was well represented with competitors 
from across the State. The National 
High School Finals Rodeo drew about 
1,500 finalists from 43 States, Mexico, 
Canada, and Australia. 

Two Montanans won buckles for plac-
ing in the top 10 in their event. Shai 
McDonald of Gardiner took second in 
barrel racing, and Brice Patterson of 
Bozeman took fourth in bareback 
riding. 

Rodeo is a time-honored tradition in 
Montana, and it is part of our way of 
life. 

The outstanding work ethic and dedi-
cation of these young athletes allows 
them to compete and succeed at this 
high level. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Shai and 
Brice on their accomplishments at the 
National High School Finals Rodeo. 

f 

CONGRATULATING ARCHBISHOP 
NIKITAS LULIAS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. BILIRAKIS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Tarpon Springs 
native and devout University of Flor-
ida Gator and inspired Greek Orthodox 
theologian, Archbishop Nikitas Lulias, 
who will be enthroned this weekend in 
London as the Greek Orthodox arch-
bishop of Great Britain under the Ecu-
menical Patriarchate of Constanti-
nople. 

Archbishop Nikitas has had a blessed 
life, which started with the retrieval of 
the Gold Cross in Tarpon Springs for 
the 1974 celebration of the Epiphany. 
His proud parents, my great-aunt and 
great-uncle, Gus and Kally Lulias, 
knew at that moment that Nikitas was 
destined for greatness. 

Archbishop Nikitas has had an ex-
traordinary ecclesiastical career. His 
devotion to orthodoxy and to the Holy 
Synod of the Ecumenical Patriarchate 
make him a worthy choice as the arch-
bishop of Great Britain. 

I wish this son of Tarpon Springs, 
Florida, and my constituent and my 
cousin, a blessed ministry. 

Axios, which means worthy. 
RECOGNIZING PUBLIC SAFETY AIRCREWS 

Mr. BILIRAKIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to acknowledge a group of heroes 
who work tirelessly to keep our coun-
try and communities safe. 

Public safety aircrews ensure the 
safety of our domestic airspace, repeat-
edly operating in very hazardous condi-
tions. They are also an essential form 
of support for first responders during 
disaster response and rescue missions. 

Today, we honor the dedication and 
devotion that these public servants 
demonstrate and acknowledge those 
who have made the ultimate sacrifice. 

It is only right that a day is set aside 
to recognize the thousands of men and 
women who have served in this role. To 
that end, I am reintroducing a resolu-
tion today to recognize July 26 as Na-
tional Public Safety Aviation Day. 
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b 1100 

RELEASE AUSTIN TICE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. KILMER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, almost 7 
years ago, Austin Tice, an American 
journalist, disappeared in Syria. Since 
the day he vanished, his parents, fam-
ily, friends, and supporters have tire-
lessly worked to ensure that no stone 
is left unturned and no avenue ignored 
in a global campaign to see Austin re-
turned home safely. 

As we approach the end of the sev-
enth year of Austin’s captivity, we re-
quest that whomever continues to hold 
Austin release him immediately so 
that he can return to his family and 
his friends. 

We also ask for the assistance of the 
Government of Syria. I ask that they 
do whatever they can to help facilitate 
Austin’s release. 

There are things that transcend poli-
tics and diplomacy, bridge cultural di-
vides, and need no translation across 
different languages. Those are things 
like love and hope, represented by a 
mother and a father who wake up each 
day with the unshakable faith in their 
son and the belief that today could be 
the day when they get the chance to 
hug him again. 

We ask for your help, without the as-
signment of blame or malice to any-
one, so that this year is the last that 
Austin remains so far from home and 
from family. 

RESTORE OUR PARKS 
Mr. KILMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 

support of the Restore Our Parks Act, 
and I thank Mr. BISHOP for his leader-
ship and partnership on this bill. 

I was lucky enough to grow up near 
one of the crown jewels of our national 
park system, the Olympic National 
Park, right in my backyard in the Pa-
cific Northwest. I have seen firsthand 
how our public lands have captivated 
both visitors and residents alike and 
served as key economic drivers for our 
local communities. 

I think there is little doubt that our 
national parks are some of America’s 
greatest natural and cultural treas-
ures. I am proud that my home State 
boasts not only Olympic National 
Park, but also Mount Rainier National 
Park and North Cascades National 
Park, true gems of the national park 
system. 

Unfortunately, these crown jewels 
are getting a bit rusty, and they re-
quire our attention to return them to 
glory. If you have visited one of our 
parks lately, you will no doubt have 
noticed that they are facing a good 
problem. 

In 2017, Washington State had a 
record 8.45 million park visitors, in-
cluding families, campers, and adven-
turers, who came to explore our iconic 
landscapes. While they were there, 
these visitors spent more than $500 mil-
lion, supported more than 6,600 jobs, 

and created nearly $700 million in eco-
nomic impact. 

While this is undeniably great news 
for Washington’s growing outdoor 
economy, the rise in visitation has also 
strained our park resources, like roads, 
interpretive centers, campsites, and 
trails, that visitors rely on to access 
and truly experience our parks. If we as 
a country don’t start investing in our 
parks, I believe we risk loving them to 
death. 

The National Park Service manages 
more than 400 sites across the country 
and is facing a nearly $12 billion back-
log in necessary repairs. In Washington 
State alone, our national parks suffer 
from nearly $400 million in deferred re-
pairs needed to restore historical struc-
tures, fix eroding trails, fix roads, and 
update unsafe electrical and drinking 
water systems. 

This significant maintenance back-
log threatens the health, accessibility, 
and safety of our parks, their visitors, 
and the communities that depend on 
them. That is why we need to take this 
opportunity to build on recent suc-
cesses of investing in our public lands 
and turn our attention to passing the 
Restore Our Parks and Public Lands 
Act. 

Passing this legislation sponsored by 
my good friend from Utah (Mr. BISHOP) 
will establish a long-term investment 
in our parks that will create jobs and 
boost economies throughout Wash-
ington State and across this country. 
An analysis commissioned by The Pew 
Charitable Trusts shows that investing 
in the maintenance of our national 
parks could create or support more 
than 3,800 new jobs in Washington 
State alone and 100,000 jobs across the 
country. 

Now, these days, Congress can hardly 
agree on what day it is or what color 
the sky is; but, with 300 Members of 
the House of Representatives cospon-
soring this bill and 40 Members of the 
Senate, it is crystal clear that this is 
an area that we might actually see 
some progress. My hope is that we can 
get folks behind this and get this done. 

f 

RESTORE OUR PARKS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Utah (Mr. BISHOP) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BISHOP of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank Mr. KILMER for leading off on 
this particular issue and all the work 
that he has been doing on this par-
ticular concept. It is important. 

I am very happy that this bill has 300 
cosponsors now here in the House. That 
is the largest number of cosponsors 
who have ever supported a bill coming 
from the Natural Resources Com-
mittee. I think there are only 10 other 
bills that have more cosponsors in the 
House. It passed our committee on a 
36–2 vote and is now awaiting the 
chance of being heard here on the 
House floor. 

There is a companion bill in the Sen-
ate, not quite as good as our ours, that 

already has one-third of the Senate as 
cosponsors of that. 

This is an idea whose time has actu-
ally come. We talk about the mainte-
nance backlog of our national parks 
and all of our public lands, including 
fish and wildlife land, BLM land, and 
also our national forests. 

Especially as we now enter August, 
when there will be the largest partici-
pation of Americans going out to visit 
these parks and public lands, it is im-
portant that their experience be a posi-
tive one and not be stopped by broken 
roads, lack of sewers, lack of facilities, 
or lack of any kind of access that they 
may need. That is why it is so signifi-
cant. 

We have almost around $17 billion of 
maintenance backlog only in our 
parks. If you add up the maintenance 
backlog we have on all other public 
lands, including our national forests, it 
is $30 billion that we would need to 
spend just to get them to standard— 
not to do any kind of really human 
moving it forward, but just to get them 
to where they are workable, livable, 
and enjoyable. 

That kind of backlog did not take 
place overnight. There are a lot of peo-
ple who are simply looking at saying: 
Well, let’s just try and use the same 
old stuff we have been using for a long 
time. We will appropriate more money. 

That doesn’t work. We have devel-
oped a significant problem that needs a 
significant new solution. This solution 
is one that was coming out of, actu-
ally, the administration that has the 
support of over two-thirds of the House 
and that has the support of one-third of 
the Senate. This is one of those things 
which, all of a sudden, this is a cool 
idea to solve an existing problem that 
we have ignored for a number of years. 

The goal of this is to take excess— 
and that is the key word—royalties 
that are coming from energy produc-
tion on all Federal lands, all kinds of 
energy production, whether it is tradi-
tional, renewable, onshore, or offshore, 
any kind of royalties coming into the 
Federal Government from those. If 
there is an excess, which means we 
take the commitments we have already 
to things like GOMESA and LWCF, and 
after those are funded, then if there is 
excess, that excess now goes into a 
fund to start working at these kinds of 
problems, to solve our problems with 
public lands. The restoration fund only 
receives the amounts after all these 
other programs have received that. 

If there is no excess in the royalties— 
I clearly doubt that will happen, but if 
there is no excess in the royalties, then 
there is no money that goes into this 
program. 

Some people have said this is manda-
tory spending. No, it is not. 

Mandatory spending, by definition, 
means you have to spend the money 
whether it appears or not; you have to 
find it from somewhere else. This is 
one of those programs that said, if 
there is excess, then the first billion of 
this money will go to fund our national 
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parks, our public lands. If there is no 
excess, then you don’t have to find it 
anywhere else because there will be no 
money that goes to that. 

This is not mandatory in any way. 
Also, some people are saying, well, 

maybe there should be an offset for 
this new program. This is really not a 
new program. The parks and public 
lands exist. The responsibility to make 
sure that they are viable, they are 
paid, and they are sustainable already 
exists. This is an existing program. 

We are not taking anything from any 
other program for this. We are simply 
basing it on what is already our exist-
ing responsibility. 

If you were to try and go through a 
traditional approach of trying to ap-
propriate more money through our 
budgeting process, that wouldn’t have 
to have an offset. What we are talking 
about here is existing programs, exist-
ing needs, and existing responsibilities. 

We have spent a whole lot of time 
buying up land. The Federal Govern-
ment owns one-third of America al-
ready. It is easy to buy up more prop-
erty. It is easy to establish a park be-
cause that sounds really cool. You get 
your name on it, and it gives you a leg-
acy. The hard part is maintaining that 
land. 

And for heaven’s sake, if we are going 
to take the responsibility and build a 
legacy, to actually buy something and 
create something, we have to take the 
responsibility of maintaining it, and 
this is exactly what we are talking 
about. 

I am so proud that there are so many 
Republicans and so many Democrats 
who have realized this is our obliga-
tion, this is our responsibility, and we 
have to do it. 

This bill is extremely important be-
cause it is a proper approach to solving 
an existing problem. I encourage the 
leaders of this House to bring it to the 
floor soon so it can be debated and 
heard. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 10 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CUELLAR) at noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Rabbi Gershon Avtzon, Yeshivas 
Lubavitch Cincinnati, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, master of the uni-
verse, I invoke Your blessing today on 
the Members of this honorable institu-

tion, the House of Representatives of 
the United States of America. May 
they humbly serve their constitu-
encies, aware that creating just legisla-
tion is one of the seven laws that You, 
almighty God, gave all humanity 
through Noah, as detailed in Genesis. 

Almighty God, as a descendant of 
Chassidic Jews who fled the Stalinist 
regime that persecuted religious ob-
servance, I am especially grateful and 
blessed to be in America, the nation 
called the ‘‘country of kindness’’ by 
the great spiritual leader of our gen-
eration, the Lubavitcher Rebbe Melech 
HaMoshiach, Rabbi Menachem Mendel 
Schneerson. We thank you for the free-
dom we have here to practice our faith, 
and we pray for those who still suffer 
persecution around the world. 

While legislating, by definition, in-
cludes differences of opinion and rig-
orous debate, I pray that we, neverthe-
less, anticipate our shared bright fu-
ture in the time of redemption and, 
thus, remain ‘‘one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for 
all.’’ 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
PAYNE) come forward and lead the 
House in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. PAYNE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING RABBI GERSHON 
AVTZON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. WENSTRUP) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WENSTRUP. Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to take this opportunity to 
thank the rabbi for coming to the Cap-
itol today to share with us a time in 
prayer, a time when we often need it. 

America has been through many bat-
tles. We have many debates. But we al-
ways come out strong, and we come 
out together, at the end of the day. 

I thank the rabbi for his kind prayer 
and thoughtfulness as we proceed for-
ward as a Nation. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will entertain up to 15 further re-

quests for 1-minute speeches on each 
side of the aisle. 

f 

HONORING THE PAYNE 
FELLOWSHIP 

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the Donald M. Payne, 
Sr., International Development Grad-
uate Fellowship Program. 

My father, the late Donald M. Payne, 
was committed to human rights at 
home, in Africa, and around the world. 
I am honored by the Payne Fellows’ 
commitment to my father’s legacy, and 
I have developed a deep appreciation 
for everything they have done to uplift 
humanity. 

I am proud that the fellowship named 
for my father helps talented young peo-
ple enter the USAID Foreign Service 
program. Today, the Payne Fellows are 
leading the charge on some of the 
greatest global challenges of our time. 

Since its inception in 2013, the pro-
gram has trained 50 talented young in-
dividuals who come from diverse back-
grounds to enrich and enhance the 
USAID Foreign Service. 

This year, I hosted one of the Payne 
Fellows in my office. Her name is 
Meklit Gebru. 

Meklit’s intellect, work ethic, 
humor, and, most of all, her positive 
attitude will truly be missed in my of-
fice. The day after her arrival, she was 
writing questions for me to use in Com-
mittee on Homeland Security sub-
committee hearings. 

Again, I thank the USAID and the 
Payne Fellows for their commitment 
to providing humanitarian efforts 
while in support of America’s foreign 
policy. 

f 

REMEMBERING THE CARLTON 
COMPLEX FIRE 

(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been 5 years since the largest single 
wildfire in Washington State history. 

The Carlton Complex fire raged 
through north-central Washington, 
burning more than a quarter of a mil-
lion acres and leaving more than 500 
homes and structures destroyed in its 
path. Still today, the communities, 
small businesses, and families in 
Okanogan County continue to rebuild 
and work to address the long-term con-
sequences of this disaster. 

While the devastation was heart-
breaking, what we saw on the ground 
was a testament to the resilience and 
spirit of Washingtonians, as well as the 
generosity and bravery of those from 
across the region and the Nation who 
came to north-central Washington’s 
aid. 

At the height of the fire, in those 
frightening days of late July 2014, more 
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than 2,800 firefighters from across the 
country poured in to assist the fire-
fight. Today, I rise to recognize and re-
member the heroic efforts of those 
thousands of firefighters, first respond-
ers, and volunteers who worked tire-
lessly and at great personal risk. 

f 

FIGHT AGAINST ELIMINATING 
BROAD-BASED CATEGORICAL 
ELIGIBILITY 
(Mr. MCGOVERN asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
here this afternoon to raise strong con-
cerns about a rule that the Trump ad-
ministration recently announced on 
eliminating broad-based categorical 
eligibility. 

If implemented, this rule will cut 3 
million people off of SNAP, 13 percent 
of whom are elderly and 7 percent of 
whom are children. In addition, 500,000 
kids will lose access to free school 
meals. 

I will put it simply: This will in-
crease food insecurity and hurt work-
ing families. 

President Trump wants to, literally, 
take the food off the table of working 
families so that he can give tax breaks 
to the well-off and the well-connected. 

This proposed rule is against the will 
of Congress. Last year, we worked on a 
bipartisan farm bill, and despite some 
discussion on this, Congress agreed to 
let States maintain their flexibility to 
accommodate low-income households. 

That is why I encourage my col-
leagues in the House and Senate to join 
me and fight every battle this adminis-
tration wages against those who strug-
gle. 

Let us demand an end to this Presi-
dent’s cruelty, and let us work to end 
hunger now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF ROY 
BATES 

(Mr. BARR asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to honor the life of a very special man 
and my good friend, Roy Bates of Win-
chester, Kentucky. 

Mr. Bates, a true patriot, passed 
away on July 4, 2019, on Independence 
Day, appropriately. 

Roy Bates was quite eager to serve 
his country and attempted unsuccess-
fully to enlist in the Navy and the 
Army when he was not yet of legal age. 
In 1950, when he was 18 years old, he en-
listed in the Marine Corps and went to 
Parris Island for training. 

He was assigned to Company C, 1st 
Battalion, 7th Regiment, 1st Division. 
He was soon sent to Korea to join his 
fellow marines. 

On September 1, 1951, just 3 days be-
fore his 19th birthday, Mr. Bates was 
on patrol when his group was am-
bushed. They were taking heavy fire. 
Crawling on his belly, trying to reach 
cover, he heard the dreaded click of a 
land mine beneath him. His left leg was 
blown away, and his right leg sustained 
numerous wounds. 

Severely wounded, he was carried off 
the field by two fellow marines. One of 
those who carried him off was killed in 
action a few days later. Many years 
later, Mr. Bates was reunited with 
Royce Henry, the other marine who 
saved him. 

Mr. Bates spent 7 years in and out of 
hospitals and had 32 surgeries. He re-
ceived a Purple Heart as well as numer-
ous other medals. 

He married his wife, Betty, and they 
had four children. 

Mr. Bates eventually returned home 
to Winchester, where he always cher-
ished a deep love for his country and 
for the Marine Corps. 

He was a well-respected member of 
his community who exemplified good 
character and a positive attitude all of 
his life. 

Mr. Bates and his fellow veterans are 
true heroes. He willingly served to pro-
tect and defend the freedoms that we 
enjoy today. He faced life with unwav-
ering faith in God and love of country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am humbled to honor 
the life of Mr. Roy Bates before the 
United States Congress. 

f 

IT IS TIME FOR SENATE TO ACT 
ON IMMIGRATION 

(Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to thank the 
House for passing H.R. 3239 to provide 
humanitarian standards for migrants 
and refugees in Customs and Border 
Protection custody at our border. 

Having visited the U.S.-Mexico bor-
der now twice in the past 12 months, I 
know how desperately this bill was 
needed. 

We have good news and bad news. 
The good news is that the children, the 
young children, are no longer being 
separated from their biological par-
ents, although we did see 310 children 
separated from aunts, uncles, and 
grandparents. 

But the worst news was the migrants 
who we saw held in overcrowded condi-
tions for up to 40 to 60 days without 
any access to basic services, like a hot 
meal or a shower or being able to brush 
their teeth. 

These are inhumane conditions and a 
human rights violation. 

That is why I was proud to cosponsor 
the bill sponsored by Dr. RAUL RUIZ to 
enact critical safety, nutrition, and hy-
giene standards for migrants in cus-
tody. I was pleased that the House ac-
cepted my amendments to protect 
women from sexual assault at the bor-
der. 

HONORING LABOR LEADER 
HECTOR FIGUEROA 

(Ms. VELÁZQUEZ asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to honor Hector Figueroa, a champion 
for workers, a New Yorker, and proud 
Puerto Rican, who, sadly, passed last 
week. 

While he was relentless in advocating 
for members of his union, SEIU 32BJ, 
he was also on the front lines helping 
taxi drivers, fast food employees, and 
workers in every sector. To him, any-
one who was oppressed was an ally, and 
he was ready to join them in common 
cause. 

Most recently, he was central to 
building support for relief in Puerto 
Rico after Hurricane Maria. 

His belief that everyone deserves re-
spect extended beyond his work as a 
labor leader. Hector treated everyone, 
from the youngest organizers to the 
most powerful elected officials, with 
genuine kindness. 

Just last week, this House voted to 
raise the Federal minimum wage. I like 
to think, wherever he is, that this will 
bring a smile to Hector’s face. 

We will honor his memory by advanc-
ing the causes that inspired him. 

Hector always said, ‘‘We’ll keep orga-
nizing.’’ 

Yes, my friend, we will. 
f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3877, BIPARTISAN BUDG-
ET ACT OF 2019; PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 549, 
VENEZUELA TPS ACT OF 2019; 
AND WAIVING A REQUIREMENT 
OF CLAUSE 6(A) OF RULE XIII 
WITH RESPECT TO CONSIDER-
ATION OF CERTAIN RESOLU-
TIONS REPORTED FROM THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, by 

direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 519 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 519 
Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-

lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 3877) to amend the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, to establish a congressional 
budget for fiscal years 2020 and 2021, to tem-
porarily suspend the debt limit, and for 
other purposes. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. The bill 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill are 
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill and on any 
amendment thereto to final passage without 
intervening motion except: (1) one hour of 
debate equally divided and controlled by 
chair and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on the Budget; and (2) one mo-
tion to recommit. 

SEC. 2. Upon adoption of this resolution it 
shall be in order to consider in the House the 
bill (H.R. 549) to designate Venezuela under 
section 244 of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act to permit nationals of Venezuela to 
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be eligible for temporary protected status 
under such section, and for other purposes. 
All points of order against consideration of 
the bill are waived. In lieu of the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute recommended 
by the Committee on the Judiciary now 
printed in the bill, an amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the text of 
Rules Committee Print 116-28 shall be con-
sidered as adopted. The bill, as amended, 
shall be considered as read. All points of 
order against provisions in the bill, as 
amended, are waived. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill, as 
amended, and on any further amendment 
thereto, to final passage without intervening 
motion except: (1) 30 minutes of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair 
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary; and (2) one motion 
to recommit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 3. The requirement of clause 6(a) of 
rule XIII for a two-thirds vote to consider a 
report from the Committee on Rules on the 
same day it is presented to the House is 
waived with respect to any resolution re-
ported through the legislative day of July 26, 
2019. 

b 1215 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Colorado is recognized for 
1 hour. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), 
pending which I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. During consider-
ation of this resolution, all time yield-
ed is for the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers be given 5 legislative days to re-
vise and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, the 

Rules Committee met last night and 
reported a rule, House Resolution 519, 
providing for consideration of H.R. 
3877, which is the Bipartisan Budget 
Act of 2019, under a closed rule. The 
rule provides 1 hour of debate equally 
divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget, and provides for 
one motion to recommit. 

The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 549, the Venezuela TPS 
Act of 2019, also under a closed rule. 
The rule provides 30 minutes of debate 
equally divided and controlled by the 
chair and ranking minority member of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
one motion to recommit, with or with-
out instructions. 

Finally, the rule provides same-day 
authority through the legislative day 
of tomorrow, Friday, July 26, 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased we are 
here today to bring up two important 
bipartisan pieces of legislation. Let me 
start with H.R. 3877, the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2019. 

For months, House Democrats have 
negotiated with the White House and 
the Senate in order to agree on budget 

levels for fiscal year 2020 so Congress 
can complete all the appropriations 
bills and avoid another governmental 
shutdown like we saw at the beginning 
of this year. 

Despite resistance from my friends 
on the Republican side of the aisle, the 
House is well underway with the appro-
priations process. We have passed 10 of 
the 12 appropriations bills, which fund 
nearly 96 percent of the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

Unfortunately, the Senate has yet to 
take up any of the 12 appropriations 
bills and, in fact, none of the bills have 
even been marked up by the Senate. 

The Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019 
will set overall budget levels to avoid 
drastic cuts next year and allow House 
and Senate appropriators to negotiate 
final bills to avoid a shutdown and pro-
vide certainty to Americans and all the 
Federal employees who work for them. 

Importantly, this bill will also raise 
the debt ceiling for the next 2 years. 
Put simply, we cannot put in jeopardy 
the full faith and credit of the United 
States of America. This bill rightfully 
provides the Treasury Department the 
ability to continue paying our bills and 
honor the commitments the U.S. has 
already made. 

While Members on both sides of the 
aisle may not like everything in this 
deal, it is a compromise which supports 
critical investments for all Americans 
and, I believe, sets us on a strong path 
forward this fiscal year. 

The rule also provides for consider-
ation of H.R. 549, the Venezuela TPS 
Act of 2019. This bipartisan bill was de-
bated on Tuesday under suspension of 
the rules, and I was disappointed more 
of my friends from the other side of the 
aisle didn’t join every Democrat, 37 Re-
publicans, and 1 Independent, to help 
get to the two-thirds vote required 
under suspension. 

Venezuela is currently in crisis. 
Their democratic institutions have 
been corrupted under the Maduro re-
gime and, according to the U.N. Ref-
ugee Agency and the International Or-
ganization for Migration, more than 4 
million Venezuelans have fled the 
country. 

I want to applaud the work of Rep-
resentatives DARREN SOTO, MARIO 
DIAZ-BALART, and my friend, DONNA 
SHALALA, from the Rules Committee, 
for their work to advance this bill to 
provide temporary protected status for 
Venezuelan refugees already in the 
United States. That is why I am glad 
we have included this bill in the rule 
today, to ensure this bill passes the 
House as soon as possible. 

Mr. Speaker, overall, this rule pro-
vides for consideration of two very im-
portant measures we need to get done 
before the upcoming district work pe-
riod. I urge all my colleagues to sup-
port the rule and the underlying bills. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I want to thank my good friend, the 

gentleman from Colorado (Mr. PERL-

MUTTER) for yielding me the customary 
30 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, we are here today on 
two items, both of which are actually 
bipartisan ideas. And though this has 
been an eventful week and month at 
the Rules Committee, I am pleased 
that we are ending on such a high note 
before we return to our districts. 

Of course, this rule is not all sun-
shine and roses. It does add same-day 
authority for any measure through to-
morrow. My good friend, Chairman 
MCGOVERN, had a term for this proce-
dure in the last Congress. He called it 
‘‘martial law.’’ 

I would remind my friends that push-
ing through bills on short notice, at 
the last minute, and using the martial 
law procedure is a recipe for potential 
disaster, and certainly is no way to 
make good law. It is also contrary to 
the commitment the Democrats made, 
upon taking the majority, to provide 72 
hours notice before bringing a bill to 
the floor for a vote; a rule they already 
are violating with one of the measures 
today, albeit only by a matter of hours. 

I would also remind my friends that 
with consideration of the budget agree-
ment today, there is absolutely no 
other legislation that is so critical and 
that must be done this week to justify 
needing this extraordinary procedure. 

The only thing my friends would use 
this martial law for is to advance high-
ly-partisan messaging bills in order to 
appease some faction or other in their 
caucus ahead of the recess. That is a 
waste of the committee’s time and a 
waste of the House’s time. And I assure 
you, you will have plenty of time for 
these types of bills in the fall. 

On a much more positive note, 
though, as I said at the start of my re-
marks, the two bills covered by this 
rule today are actually bipartisan, and 
we should all be encouraged by that. 

One bill, H.R. 549, the Venezuela TPS 
Act of 2019, was brought up on the floor 
on suspension on Tuesday. It, unfortu-
nately, failed to reach the required 
two-thirds threshold needed for passage 
under suspension of the rules. But I 
have every confidence that it will eas-
ily pass the House later today under 
this rule; and I certainly look forward 
to supporting it with my friends on the 
other side of the aisle. 

Mr. Speaker, a lot of people talk 
about the need for bipartisanship 
around here, but in our second bill for 
today, we have an excellent example of 
what the word actually means. H.R. 
3877, the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019, 
is as advertised. It is a bipartisan bill 
that sets budgetary needs for fiscal 
years 2020 and 2021. It suspends the debt 
limit until July 31 of 2021 to protect 
the full faith and credit of the Nation. 
And it avoids devastating sequestra-
tion cuts. 

I said a moment ago that this is an 
excellent example of what bipartisan-
ship means, and I truly believe that to 
be the case. This is a bill that was ne-
gotiated between the President of the 
United States and the leaders of both 
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parties in both Houses of Congress, re-
sulting in the kind of bipartisan, bi-
cameral budget deal in which all Mem-
bers can have confidence. 

Is this bill a perfect one? No, of 
course not. No bill ever is. I, myself, 
would have preferred that this bill ad-
dress entitlement reform and deficit 
reduction, and I am certain that some 
of my friends on the other side of the 
aisle would have preferred a lower de-
fense spending number. Some of my 
friends on my side of the aisle would 
have preferred a higher defense spend-
ing number. 

But even when we both agree that 
this bill isn’t perfect, it is still a good 
deal for the American people. 

I think this bill achieves four bipar-
tisan goals that I would like to high-
light. 

First, with the passage of this bill, 
we would avoid the horrific con-
sequences of defaulting on our national 
debt, which would lead to an economic 
chaos the likes of which none of us 
should ever wish to see. 

Second, in setting new budgetary lev-
els, we will avoid the automatic and 
devastating sequestration cuts that 
would have taken effect at the begin-
ning of October of this year. 

Third, it allows us to move forward 
with clarity on the appropriations 
process for the coming fiscal year and 
probably for the fiscal year after that. 

And fourth, it allows us to resume 
the process of rebuilding our military 
after years of underfunding left it with 
a severe readiness crisis. 

When the Commander in Chief tells 
us that he needs something to defend 
America, there can only be one answer, 
and that answer is yes. 

Mr. Speaker, I think every Member 
of the House can be proud of the work 
done by the leaders of both parties to 
get us to this point. All five of the peo-
ple in question, the President, the 
Speaker, the House Republican Leader, 
the Senate Majority Leader, and the 
Senate Minority Leader, negotiated in 
good faith and produced a compromise 
bill that all five of them stand behind. 

In order to get there, every one of 
them had to give up some things. That 
is what it takes to make a compromise, 
and this is what makes this bipartisan 
bill possible. 

I know there are Members of this 
House who are disappointed with this 
bill. I, too, as I mentioned earlier, am 
not completely satisfied with it. But I 
trust my leaders to negotiate on our 
behalf. And when they came back with 
this deal, I trusted that this was the 
best compromise they could reach. Ev-
erybody had to give something to get 
something, and I trust that the leaders 
of my party achieved as much as they 
could in the course of the negotiation. 

The same should hold for my friends 
across the aisle with their leaders of 
their party. Working together, all five 
did exactly what leaders are supposed 
to do; they led and, in doing so, came 
to the best deal possible, not for each 
party, but for the whole Nation. 

Now it is up to the Members of the 
House to say yes and move forward 
with the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Mr. 
COLE for his comments, particularly 
about the Venezuelan TPS legislation, 
as well as the Bipartisan Budget Act of 
2019. Truly, these are two bills that are 
supported by both sides of the aisle. 
Neither one is exactly perfect, but they 
are both good, and that is the kind of 
legislation we need to get through this 
body to the Senate and to the White 
House. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Florida (Ms. 
SHALALA), my good friend. 

Ms. SHALALA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of this rule and H.R. 549, 
the Venezuela TPS Act of 2019, this is 
lifesaving, bipartisan legislation to 
designate TPS for Venezuelans, and I 
appreciate the generous remarks of 
Ranking Member COLE. 

The socialist, narco regimes of Hugo 
Chavez and Nicolas Maduro have 
plunged Venezuela into catastrophe. 
Venezuela was once a thriving democ-
racy. Now the economy, the health sec-
tor, the education system, and vir-
tually every democratic institution is 
in ruins. The Venezuelan economy has 
completely collapsed, and the inflation 
is expected to reach 10 million percent 
this year. 

More than 4 million refugees have 
fled the continuous worsening condi-
tions in Venezuelan. They have fled to 
Colombia, to Brazil, to Peru, to so 
many countries, and they have come to 
the United States, following the foot-
steps of millions of refugees before 
them; those who have helped make this 
the greatest country on Earth. 

b 1230 

They have come to our shores in 
search of the freedom, democracy, and 
security that the Maduro regime has 
stolen from them, and so many Ven-
ezuelans have come to south Florida 
where they have contributed so much 
to our diverse community. 

In my district, there are approxi-
mately 17,000 Venezuelan-born resi-
dents, so this is personal for us. These 
are our neighbors, our friends, our stu-
dents, and our teachers. My constitu-
ents cannot safely return. 

As the vote on Tuesday dem-
onstrated, we are ready to take legisla-
tive action to allow Venezuelans to 
apply for temporary protective status. 
TPS has bipartisan support in the 
House and in the Senate, but now it is 
time for the Senate to take this bill up. 

Our hope is that passage of this bill 
in our House will light the fire under 
the Senate. Bipartisan TPS legislation 
has passed through the Senate commit-
tees. Now more than ever, it is time for 
them to take it up and to get TPS 
signed into law. 

TPS is a fundamental, literally, life-
saving component to our approach to 
the crisis in Venezuela, but TPS alone 
won’t solve the crisis. The United 
States and the international commu-
nity must continue to put pressure on 
the regime to facilitate a peaceful 
change in leadership. We must expose 
the corrupt networks that prop up the 
Maduro government and meet the ur-
gent basic needs of the poor, the hun-
gry, and the sick. 

Because our ultimate goal is to se-
cure a stable and peaceful transition of 
power for the Venezuelan people, I 
want to thank my Florida colleagues, 
including lead sponsors Mr. SOTO and 
Mr. DIAZ-BALART, as well as DEBBIE 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ and DEBBIE 
MUCARSEL-POWELL and also our Puerto 
Rican colleague, JENNIFFER GONZÁLEZ- 
COLÓN. I also want to thank Chairman 
MCGOVERN for his work to help make 
sure this bill was included in this rule. 

Viva Venezuela. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to begin by 

doing something unusual in a rules de-
bate. I want to agree with everything 
my good friend from Florida had to 
say. I am very pleased with her work 
and my colleague Mr. DIAZ-BALART’s 
work on this legislation, as well as the 
other Members that she mentioned. 

This is an important bill for us to 
pass for exactly the reasons my friend 
laid out. The reality is we have an un-
folding political crisis in Venezuela, 
and we have people at fear for their life 
and, frankly, leaving a collapsing econ-
omy. 

This country ought to be a refuge for 
people in those kinds of circumstances, 
so I share my friend’s hope that we get 
this done here and then we get action 
in the United States Senate. 

I do want to advise the Chair, Mr. 
Speaker, that, if we defeat the previous 
question, I will offer an amendment to 
the rule to immediately bring up H.R. 
336, the Strengthening America’s Secu-
rity in the Middle East Act of 2019, 
with an amendment that will make it 
identical to S. 1, which passed the Sen-
ate in a bipartisan vote of 77–23 earlier 
this year. 

This bill includes many critical pro-
visions, but the most important sec-
tion of this bill is the Combating BDS 
Act of 2019, which will allow a State or 
local government to adopt measures to 
divest assets from entities using boy-
cotts, divestments, or sanctions to in-
fluence Israel’s policies. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier this week, the 
House passed H. Res. 246, a nonbinding 
resolution opposing the Boycott, Di-
vestment, and Sanctions movement; 
and while I appreciate the House’s ac-
tion in passing that resolution, we can 
do better in opposing this heinous prac-
tice than simply passing a nonbinding 
resolution. Actions speak louder than 
words. We cannot just say we believe in 
something. We must do something. 
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H.R. 336 would do something. It 

would allow a State or local govern-
ment to stand with us in defense of 
Israel. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with the ex-
traneous material, immediately prior 
to the vote on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Tennessee (Mr. KUSTOFF), 
my good friend, for further explanation 
of this amendment. 

Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank my good 
friend from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE) for 
yielding. 

H.R. 336, the Strengthening Amer-
ica’s Security Act in the Middle East 
Act, is the House companion to S. 1. 
This bill was so important that the 
United States Senate made it their top 
legislative priority and passed it with 
overwhelming bipartisan support. 

H.R. 336, a bill introduced by Rank-
ing Member MCCAUL, combines four 
various policy initiatives that deal 
with the United States-Israel relation-
ship. This legislation authorizes assist-
ance in weapons transfers to Israel; ex-
tends defense cooperation with Jordan; 
establishes additional sanctions on in-
dividuals supporting the Syrian Gov-
ernment; and, most importantly, al-
lows States to divest from entities that 
are boycotting Israel. 

Just this week, the House passed, 
with bipartisan support, a resolution 
opposing the anti-Israel, anti-Semitic 
Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions 
movement, also known as BDS. That 
resolution was a great stepping stone, 
but we need to do more. Now we must 
pass legislation with some teeth. 

There is no doubt that Israel is our 
greatest ally in the Middle East. It is 
the only Jewish state. Since her birth 
71 years ago, the U.S.-Israel relation-
ship has continued to grow stronger as 
we find new means for cooperation and 
ensure the safety of her and her people. 

It is time for the Democrat leader-
ship to bring this crucial bill to the 
House floor for a vote. It is vital for all 
of us to come together and show our 
support for Israel. It is not solely Re-
publican and not solely Democrat. We 
must continue to come together as a 
unified body to stamp out anti-Semi-
tism and hate towards the only Jewish 
state, Israel. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I would just say to my friend, Mr. 
KUSTOFF, he and I served together on 
Financial Services, and there is agree-
ment here. In fact, this resolution that 
he described as a great stepping stone, 
we just took and passed the resolution 
2 days ago with 398 ‘‘aye’’ votes in 
favor of that. 

Today, though, we are here to focus 
on two other things, both of which are 

substantial measures in and of them-
selves, and we can look forward to 
other measures involving the anti-BDS 
movement or whatever we may be, but 
to deal with anti-Semitism. 

But today we are here, really, to ap-
plaud a deal that was cut among all of 
our leaders, Democrats and Repub-
licans, that eliminates drastic cuts, ap-
proves funding, or funding levels, for 
the next year to 2 years, and allows 
America to move forward without the 
real potential of shutdown like we had 
for 35 days when the White House, ear-
lier in this year, refused to deal on cer-
tain subjects and appropriations. 
Thankfully, we got through that. 

I think, at this point, cooler heads 
have prevailed, and we are moving for-
ward on the Bipartisan Budget Act; and 
then, as Ms. SHALALA said, we are deal-
ing with, really, a humanitarian crisis 
that exists in Venezuela, at this point, 
to provide temporary protected status 
to those who fled their country, who 
are in America, many of whom are in 
Florida, to provide them some protec-
tion while they are here and to make 
sure that they can comfortably, if you 
will, remain here and not fear that 
they are going to have to be deported 
back to Venezuela, where we know 
there is a lot of strife and danger. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

I agree with my friend very much. 
These two pieces of legislation are ex-
cellent, and they are must pass, and I 
look forward with working with him on 
that. 

But this is such an extraordinary 
outbreak of bipartisanship, I think we 
should go for broke and bring up this 
other legislation as well, which is 
equally bipartisan, as my friend says. I 
don’t want to waste this magic mo-
ment, Mr. Speaker. We don’t get many 
of them around here. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the 
distinguished gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ZELDIN), my good friend. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the rule and urge my col-
leagues to defeat the previous question 
so the House may take up H.R. 336, a 
bipartisan legislative package that 
would help fight back against the BDS 
movement, protect U.S. security in the 
Middle East by strengthening our alli-
ances with Israel and Jordan, and sanc-
tion nefarious actors like Assad. 

The Senate version of this bill, S. 1, 
passed with an overwhelming bipar-
tisan majority of 77–23. Surprisingly, 
the major point of contention for this 
package is the Combating BDS Act of 
2019, a bipartisan bill that garnered 
over 100 cosponsors last Congress and 
would help combat the BDS movement. 

It is okay to have reasonable, legiti-
mate concerns with any government in 
the world, including our own, but this 
hate-filled movement is not all about 
affirming the rights of Palestinians, as 
some suggest. It is about 
delegitimizing Israel by turning it into 

a pariah state cut off from all trade, 
tourism, military, diplomatic, and cul-
tural ties with the rest of the world. 

BDS, whose founder was blatantly 
anti-Semitic, amounts to a declaration 
of economic war against Israel, with a 
goal of destroying it as the only Jewish 
state on Earth. 

I hear of college students all across 
our entire country who share very per-
sonal testimonials of how they are 
being targeted by blatant anti-Semi-
tism in the name of BDS. 

Thankfully, this week, the House 
passed H. Res. 246, a resolution to 
forcefully condemn the BDS move-
ment. 

Making a strong statement is great 
and should be celebrated, but we should 
wake up the next morning asking our-
selves, challenging each other to what 
we can do about it. 

S. 1 has already passed the Senate, 
but it is not being brought up in this 
House, despite nearly 200 Members 
signing the discharge petition and over 
100 cosponsors last Congress. 

This bill does not impede the right of 
any individual American to boycott or 
criticize Israel, as some suggest. In-
stead, H.R. 336 would combat the BDS 
movement by simply allowing State 
and local governments to have the 
right to counter the BDS movement by 
ending contracts with companies that 
boycott Israel, if they so choose, while 
protecting U.S. security in the Middle 
East. 

There were 350 cosponsors on the 
statement that was made earlier this 
week. There were nearly 400 votes on 
the House floor. Republicans and 
Democrats worked together through a 
process, from drafting the legislation 
to getting the bill marked up at com-
mittee, to passing on the House floor, 
and we should celebrate making a 
great statement. 

Now we should be passing a bill with 
teeth. We could do it right now. If this 
bill gets added to the voting before we 
leave here this week, I guarantee it 
passes. 

So not only did we, earlier this week, 
make a strong statement to combat 
the anti-Israel, anti-Semitic BDS 
movement, but we woke up the next 
day motivated to actually challenge 
ourselves to do something about it, and 
we got it done. 

The one thing that is concerning is 
that we keep asking for a vote on H.R. 
336, and we are not getting an answer 
in response as to why it is not coming 
up for a vote or when it will come up 
for a vote. I would challenge anyone 
who has an answer to this question to 
please let us know, because we don’t 
know what else to do other than bring-
ing up today’s proposal, for example. 

But if this is something that has al-
ready passed the Senate with a strong 
bipartisan majority, it is the right 
thing to do. We have almost unani-
mously condemned the BDS movement, 
and we are here on the House floor to-
gether with a bill that would pass, 
strongly? 
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Let’s get it done. Let’s get it done 

right now. There are a lot of people 
who would celebrate that big win. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I just want to continue to focus on 
what is before us today, and what is be-
fore us today is dealing with the hu-
manitarian crisis in Venezuela and 
dealing with the budget of the United 
States of America, two accomplish-
ments, both bipartisan, that I think 
will really assist and protect so many 
people who fled Venezuela to America, 
and particularly to Florida, but also 
provides for funding caps that help us 
with veterans, with infrastructure, 
with foreign affairs across the board, 
with our military. 

The President tweeted the other day 
that the Bipartisan Budget Act was a 
real accomplishment for veterans and 
our military, and I agree. 

b 1245 

I am sorry that Mr. ZELDIN and Mr. 
COLE would like to bring up something 
else. 

In fact, I was fortunate enough to be 
in the chair when the BDS bill and the 
resolution, H. Res. 246, I think it was, 
was being debated and passed by an 
overwhelming majority and it really 
was a huge accomplishment, which I 
am afraid the arguments that the gen-
tleman is making now minimize what 
was accomplished just 2 days ago. 

I think we need to remain focused on 
these major pieces of legislation that 
will guide America for the next 2 years 
and will protect Venezuelans who fled 
their country for at least 18 months. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ZELDIN), my good friend. 

Mr. ZELDIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman who just spoke for ex-
pressing his gratitude and his celebra-
tion for what passed earlier this week 
and I appreciate his support for what 
passed earlier this week. 

I would actually suggest that doing 
something about that statement that 
we made is not minimizing the state-
ment that we made, it is actually 
maximizing the statement that we 
made. 

We are minimizing the statement 
that we made if we wake up the next 
day and decide that we are not going to 
do anything about it by passing a bill 
with teeth. 

Again, I would ask anyone who has 
an answer to this question, when can 
we have a vote on S. 1 and H.R. 336? It 
is a simple question. I don’t have the 
answer to it, but if anyone can answer 
that for us, it would really help those 
who genuinely, sincerely, passionately 
believe in this legislation. 

I know from my conversations with 
colleagues on the opposite side of the 
aisle, I know of a number of colleagues 
who would enthusiastically vote for S. 
1/H.R. 336. And I know of friends, col-

leagues on the other side of the aisle 
who have asked for a vote on S. 1/H.R. 
336. 

Mr. Speaker, now would be a good op-
portunity, I don’t want to put the gen-
tleman on the spot, but if anybody can 
answer that question, we are very in-
terested in having a vote scheduled on 
this bill. 

Let’s maximize the statement that 
we made by adding that. It will pass 
and it will go to the President and it 
will be signed into law, and we will cel-
ebrate not only a strong statement 
made, but maximizing that strong 
statement made by doing something 
about it and passing a bill with teeth. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self the balance of my time. 

I want to begin by thanking my col-
league for a good debate and, frankly, 
for both of us having the enjoyable and 
unusual position of being in favor of 
both the pieces of legislation that are 
dealt with in the rule. 

I want to go back and talk, just brief-
ly, about the Venezuela TPS legisla-
tion that our good friend and our fel-
low Rules Committee member, Ms. 
SHALALA, has. That is an important 
piece of legislation. That is an impor-
tant statement of American principles. 
I think it is an important institutional 
moment for us in the House, because 
we are passing something jointly to try 
and get the other body to do something 
jointly as well, because I am quite con-
vinced if that got to the floor, it would 
pass in a very substantial bipartisan 
way. I am glad to work with my friends 
to achieve this. 

I suppose I am even more pleased 
about the bipartisan Budget Act. I 
want to again congratulate the five 
leaders on both sides of the aisle who 
actually got this done. The President 
of the United States sat down and ne-
gotiated this. 

We have a lot of people on my side of 
the aisle that are big supporters of the 
President of the United States. I hope 
they show that support today by actu-
ally voting for the deal that he nego-
tiated and has tweeted out that he sup-
ports. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate 
in our own Chamber the Speaker and 
the Republican leader, Ms. PELOSI and 
Mr. MCCARTHY, for also participating 
in that and working together. 

I know each one of them had to go 
back to their caucuses and probably de-
liver some news that people in those 
caucuses did not want to hear. That is 
certainly true on our side of the aisle. 
I know it is true on the gentleman’s 
side of the aisle as well. 

That is what leaders do. They come 
to agreements and they go back, and 
they explain to their supporters, ‘‘Hey, 
I couldn’t get you everything you 
wanted, even though I wanted those 
things, too,’’ but every now and then 
you need to sit down and put what is 
good for the American people first. 

We all know that a catastrophic debt 
ceiling crisis and default, what that 
would do to our economy, how many 
people that would put out of work. 

We all know what having an agreed- 
upon deal in terms of stability going 
forward for 2 years means for the 
American military, but for every other 
agency of government as well. These 
are huge, huge wins even if there was 
some sacrifice. 

Now, would I like to do some more on 
deficit reduction and entitlement re-
form? I absolutely would. We will con-
tinue to work on that. 

But any time I can come to an agree-
ment that saves the economy, that pro-
vides government stability, that gives 
our military the ability to plan and to 
rebuild itself over a 2-year period, and 
that the Commander in Chief is asking 
me to do, I am going to vote for that 
every single time. 

I am very proud to be voting for it 
with my friends on the other side of 
the aisle, who also, again, had objec-
tives in this that they weren’t able to 
reach. 

Finally, I would be remiss—I do this 
as seldom as possible—but I will praise 
the United States Senate, because the 
majority leader and the minority lead-
er were also indispensable in getting 
this done, and in many ways probably 
came to an agreement between them-
selves faster even than the other par-
ties involved. But at the end of the 
day, again, both of those leaders, the 
majority leader and the minority lead-
er in the Senate, had to go back and 
tell their caucuses, ‘‘Look, this is the 
best deal I can get. I can’t get every-
thing I want. We are not going to 
achieve everything we would like to 
achieve.’’ 

Again, I respect my colleagues who 
look at the deal and say, ‘‘That is not 
good enough.’’ That is fine, but can 
they tell me what is better that they 
can get passed? 

I see no alternative to this particular 
piece of legislation that is not worse. 

The worst thing to do would be to de-
feat this bipartisan budget agreement 
and then deal with sequester or a debt 
crisis or a shutdown or, at best, a CR 
that would project these quarrels for-
ward into the next year. 

It is already a pretty tense political 
time between all sides. 

The fact, again, that we are coming 
together and making a bipartisan 
agreement really reflects well on our 
respective leaders on each side of the 
aisle and certainly on the President. 

I think if the Members will vote in a 
bipartisan fashion, it will reflect well 
on them and on the institution as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I know some doubted 
that we could ever work together. I 
think this is the most significant thing 
we have done together this year, and I 
just want to thank all concerned. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to sup-
porting it enthusiastically. I hope oth-
ers of our colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle will do the same. 

Mr. Speaker, with that, while I op-
pose the rule, I would certainly urge 
passage of both these important pieces 
of legislation, and I look forward to 
working with my friends in that re-
gard. 
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Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 

of my time. 
Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Oklahoma (Mr. COLE) for his com-
ments. I almost thought he was going 
to support the rule. I just felt it was 
moving in that direction, but not 
quite, but I do want to thank him. 

And, particularly, I think, during the 
35 days that we were in shutdown mode 
at the beginning of this year, there 
were a lot of hard lessons learned by a 
lot of people, and there were a lot of 
people who suffered, starting with the 
people that needed assistance in one 
way or another by Federal employees 
who were, in effect, sitting at home 
waiting for us to open the government 
again. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased. 
Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gen-

tleman, I think that hard lesson—and 
we met pretty much every night in the 
Rules Committee, the Appropriations 
Committee, the gentleman is an appro-
priator—that was something that 
weighed heavily on all of us. 

Mr. Speaker, I do want to applaud 
the Republicans and Democrats, our 
leadership, and the White House in 
coming up with a compromise. 

I know there will be some on my side 
that will not support this for a variety 
of reasons, and I know there will be 
some on Mr. COLE’s side as well, but, 
hopefully, we can garner enough sup-
port—and I think it will be strong sup-
port—today for both of these pieces of 
legislation that are brought up under 
the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my col-
leagues for joining me to speak on the 
rule and these pieces of legislation. 

The rule provides for consideration of 
H.R. 549, the Venezuelan TPS Act, 
which we already know is supported by 
a bipartisan majority in this House. 

We also need and must pass H.R. 3877, 
the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019. This 
legislation will raise the debt ceiling 
for 2 years and increases discretionary 
spending caps for fiscal year 2020 and 
fiscal year 2021. The deal achieves par-
ity between increases in defense and 
nondefense spending and lets the House 
and the Senate get back to negotiation 
on all of the appropriations bills so 
that Congress can fulfill its constitu-
tional duty of funding the government. 

As we look ahead to the next several 
weeks, which we will spend in our dis-
tricts visiting with constituents and 
touring local businesses, I look forward 
to sharing with my constituents that 
despite our disagreements and every-
thing that they may see on TV, we can 
still come together and get things done 
on behalf of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on the rule and the previous ques-
tion. 

The material previously referred to 
by Mr. COLE is as follows: 

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 519 
At the end of the resolution, add the fol-

lowing: 

SEC. 4. Immediately upon adoption of this 
resolution, the House shall proceed to the 
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R. 
336) to make improvements to certain de-
fense and security assistance provisions and 
to authorize the appropriation of funds to 
Israel, to reauthorize the United States-Jor-
dan Defense Cooperation Act of 2015, and to 
halt the wholesale slaughter of the Syrian 
people, and for other purposes. All points of 
order against consideration of the bill are 
waived. The amendment described in section 
5 of this resolution shall be considered as 
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be con-
sidered as read. All points of order against 
provisions in the bill, as amended, are 
waived. The previous question shall be con-
sidered as ordered on the bill, as amended, 
and on any further amendment thereto to 
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the Majority Leader and 
the Minority Leader or their respective des-
ignees; and (2) one motion to recommit with 
or without instructions. 

SEC 5. The amendment referred to in Sec-
tion 4 is an amendment to H.R. 336 to add at 
the end of the bill the following: 
SEC. 406. CLARIFICATION OF DEADLINE FOR RE-

PORT ON ESTABLISHING AN ENTER-
PRISE FUND FOR JORDAN. 

For purposes of section 205(a), the term 
‘stablishment of the United States Develop-
ment Finance Corporation’ means the end of 
the transition period, as defined in section 
1461 of the Better Utilization of Investments 
Leading to Development Act of 2018 (division 
F of Public Law 115–254). 
SEC. 407. FORM OF REPORT ON THE COOPERA-

TION OF THE UNITED STATES AND 
ISRAEL WITH RESPECT TO COUN-
TERING UNMANNED AERIAL SYS-
TEMS. 

The report required under section 123(d) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but 
may include a classified annex. 
SEC. 408. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON WITH-

DRAWALS OF UNITED STATES 
FORCES FROM SYRIA AND AFGHANI-
STAN. 

(a) Findings—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) The foreign terrorist organization al 
Qaeda, responsible for the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, maintains a presence in Af-
ghanistan. 

(2) The Islamic State of Iraq and al Sham, 
better known by its acronym ISIS, flour-
ished in the chaos unleashed by the civil war 
in Syria and at one point controlled exten-
sive territory in Iraq and Syria. 

(3) Al Qaeda, ISIS, and their affiliates have 
murdered thousands of innocent civilians. 

(4) Al Qaeda, ISIS, and their affiliates have 
proven resilient and have regrouped when 
the United States and its partners have 
withdrawn from the fight against them. 

(b) Sense of Congress—Congress— 
(1) acknowledges that the United States 

military and our partners have made signifi-
cant progress in the campaign against al 
Qaeda and the Islamic State of Iraq and al 
Sham (ISIS), and honors the contributions 
and sacrifice of the members of the United 
States Armed Forces who have served on the 
front lines of this fight; 

(2) recognizes the continuing threat to the 
homeland and our allies posed by al Qaeda 
and ISIS, which maintain an ability to oper-
ate in Syria and Afghanistan; 

(3) expresses concern that Iran has sup-
ported the Taliban in Afghanistan and 
Hizballah and the Assad regime in Syria, and 
has sought to frustrate diplomatic efforts to 
resolve conflicts in these two countries; 

(4) recognizes the positive role the United 
States and its partners have played in Syria 
and Afghanistan fighting terrorist groups, 

countering Iranian aggression, deterring the 
further use of chemical weapons, and pro-
tecting human rights; 

(5) warns that a precipitous withdrawal of 
United States forces from the ongoing fight 
against these groups, without effective, 
countervailing efforts to secure gains in 
Syria and Afghanistan, could allow terror-
ists to regroup, destabilize critical regions, 
and create vacuums that could be filled by 
Iran or Russia, to the detriment of United 
States interests and those of our allies; 

(6) recognizes that al Qaeda and ISIS pose 
a global threat, which merits increased 
international contributions to the counter-
terrorism, diplomatic, and stabilization ef-
forts underway in Syria and Afghanistan; 

(7) recognizes that diplomatic efforts to se-
cure peaceful, negotiated solutions to the 
conflicts in Syria and Afghanistan are nec-
essary to long-term stability and counterter-
rorism efforts in the Middle East and South 
Asia; 

(8) acknowledges the progress made by 
Special Representative Khalilzad in his ef-
forts to promote reconciliation in Afghani-
stan; 

(9) calls upon the Administration to con-
duct a thorough review of the military and 
diplomatic strategies in Syria and Afghani-
stan, including an assessment of the risk 
that withdrawal from those countries could 
strengthen the power and influence of Russia 
and Iran in the Middle East and South Asia 
and undermine diplomatic efforts toward ne-
gotiated, peaceful solutions; 

(10) requests that the Administration, as 
part of this review, solicit the views of 
Israel, our regional partners, and other key 
troop-contributing nations in the fight 
against al Qaeda and ISIS; 

(11) reiterates support for international 
diplomatic efforts to facilitate peaceful, ne-
gotiated resolutions to the ongoing conflicts 
in Syria and Afghanistan on terms that re-
spect the rights of innocent civilians and 
deny safe havens to terrorists; 

(12) calls upon the Administration to pur-
sue a strategy that sets the conditions for 
the long-term defeat of al Qaeda and ISIS, as 
well as the protection of regional partners 
and allies, while ensuring that Iran cannot 
dominate the region or threaten Israel; 

(13) encourages close collaboration be-
tween the Executive Branch and the Legisla-
tive Branch to ensure continuing strong, bi-
partisan support for United States military 
operations in Syria and Afghanistan; and 

(14) calls upon the Administration to cer-
tify that conditions have been met for the 
enduring defeat of al Qaeda and ISIS before 
initiating any significant withdrawal of 
United States forces from Syria or Afghani-
stan. 

(c) Rule of Construction—Nothing in this 
section shall be construed as a declaration of 
war or an authorization of the use of mili-
tary force. 

SEC. 6. Clause l(c) of rule XIX shall not 
apply to the consideration of H.R. 336. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time, and 
I move the previous question on the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 
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RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess for a pe-
riod of less than 15 minutes. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 56 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1303 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CUELLAR) at 1 o’clock and 
3 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on questions pre-
viously postponed. Votes will be taken 
in the following order: 

Ordering the previous question on 
House Resolution 519; 

Adoption of House Resolution 519, if 
ordered; and 

Suspending the rules and passing 
H.R. 693. 

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant 
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 3877, BIPARTISAN BUDG-
ET ACT OF 2019; PROVIDING FOR 
CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 549, 
VENEZUELA TPS ACT OF 2019; 
AND WAIVING A REQUIREMENT 
OF CLAUSE 6(A) OF RULE XIII 
WITH RESPECT TO CONSIDER-
ATION OF CERTAIN RESOLU-
TIONS REPORTED FROM THE 
COMMITTEE ON RULES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on ordering 
the previous question on the resolution 
(H. Res. 519) providing for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3877) to amend 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency 
Deficit Control Act of 1985, to establish 
a congressional budget for fiscal years 
2020 and 2021, to temporarily suspend 
the debt limit, and for other purposes; 
providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 549) to designate Venezuela under 
section 244 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act to permit nationals of 
Venezuela to be eligible for temporary 
protected status under such section, 
and for other purposes; and waiving a 
requirement of clause 6(a) of rule XIII 
with respect to consideration of certain 
resolutions reported from the Com-
mittee on Rules, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 234, nays 
195, not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 508] 

YEAS—234 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brindisi 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Finkenauer 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 

Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Haaland 
Harder (CA) 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 

Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rose (NY) 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—195 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 

Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Bost 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 

Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 

Chabot 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx (NC) 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hagedorn 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Holding 

Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lesko 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 

Rice (SC) 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spano 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Watkins 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—3 

Brady McClintock Thompson (PA) 

b 1336 

Messrs. SIRES, NORCROSS, and 
HARDER of California changed their 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the previous question was ordered. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, on that I de-
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 232, nays 
197, not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 509] 

YEAS—232 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Axne 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 

Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brindisi 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 

Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
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Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Finkenauer 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Haaland 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 

Johnson (TX) 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 

Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rose (NY) 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—197 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Bost 
Brady 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 

Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Curtis 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx (NC) 

Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 

Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lesko 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Meuser 

Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 

Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spano 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Watkins 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—3 

Armstrong Correa McClintock 

b 1344 
So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

CONGRESSIONAL BASEBALL GAME 
RAISES WELL OVER $1 MILLION 
FOR CHARITY 
(Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute 
and to revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, we didn’t want to 
let the August recess go by without 
giving our annual report on the Con-
gressional Baseball Game for Charity. I 
know you have been waiting for this 
moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Once again, over 20,000 people came 
to Nationals Park to watch an exciting 
game of baseball between the Demo-
crats and the Republicans. It was a 
rowdy crowd at Nationals Park. It was 
an exciting, action-packed game. 

I am happy to report to the House of 
Representatives that, once again, the 
Democrats won the game 14–7. 

I want to commend the Republican 
team. They played a very competitive 
game. They have got some new players. 
They are playing with a lot more re-
solve, and we look forward to competi-
tive matches with them in the future. 

Our MVP this year was CEDRIC RICH-
MOND, who pitched a complete game, 
and we had a record number of fresh-
man Members playing on the team this 
year. In addition, we had two out-
standing women on the team, LINDA 
SÁNCHEZ and NANETTE BARRAGÁN, who 
added much to the team. 

So, in the end, Mr. Speaker, the real 
winners of this game are the charities. 

The game this year raised a little shy 
of $1.3 million for the charities. So it 
was a good cause and good camara-
derie. 

I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, that 
those of us on the Democratic team 
genuinely like our colleagues on the 
Republican baseball team. We get 
along great together. We have a lot of 
fun. We practice hard, and we play our 
hearts out to give the crowd a good 
game and raise money for the charity. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS), the Repub-
lican manager. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
MICHAEL F. DOYLE), and I just want to 
congratulate the Democrats for a hard 
victory. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman used 
some words over there that I didn’t un-
derstand when he said ‘‘generally’’ and 
some other things, but we will talk 
about that later. But I congratulate 
them for their victory. 

I also want to congratulate our play-
ers for the Republican team. From 
March 1 to game day, from 6 to 7:30, 
they played and practiced, and I thank 
the gentleman for their involvement. 

I also congratulate the gentleman 
from the great State of Florida (Mr. 
STEUBE), who was our most valuable 
player. Mr. Speaker, I asked him to 
throw strikes, and he threw strikes and 
did a great job for us. 

Mr. Speaker, I also want to just re-
mind everybody, this is a bipartisan 
event—it truly is—and for at least a 
moment, we come together to share 
the love of this country and the love of 
the great game of baseball. I want to 
thank everybody for participating. 

The charities were mentioned; the 
largest amount raised for the charities 
since we have been playing this ball 
game, and that is the most important 
thing. 

And, also, I want to say to my play-
ers, who I dearly love, we come back, I 
think, September 3. At 6 will be our 
first practice, September 3, to begin 
the journey to victory next year over 
the Democrats. 

I just close with a quote from the 
great Satchel Paige, a great Hall of 
Fame pitcher, who won two games of a 
doubleheader in 1948. When asked what 
his best pitch was, was it his curve ball 
or his fastball, he told the press it was 
neither. ‘‘It was my ‘be’ ball.’’ 

The press said: ‘‘What is your ‘be’ 
ball?’’ 

He said: ‘‘When I throw it, it goes 
where I want it to be.’’ 

And where we want to be next year is 
right over there holding that trophy, 
beating the Democrats. 

f 

U.S. SENATOR JOSEPH D. TYDINGS 
MEMORIAL PREVENT ALL 
SORING TACTICS ACT OF 2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
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bill (H.R. 693) to amend the Horse Pro-
tection Act to designate additional un-
lawful acts under the Act, strengthen 
penalties for violations of the Act, im-
prove Department of Agriculture en-
forcement of the Act, and for other 
purposes, as amended, on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Oregon (Mr. 
SCHRADER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 333, nays 96, 
not voting 3, as follows: 

[Roll No. 510] 

YEAS—333 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Amodei 
Arrington 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Banks 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brindisi 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Collins (NY) 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 

Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fletcher 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Fulcher 
Gabbard 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gianforte 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gooden 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Haaland 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 

Johnson (TX) 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
LaHood 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Murphy 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 

Neguse 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Riggleman 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 

Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Shimkus 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Tipton 

Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watkins 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Zeldin 

NAYS—96 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Armstrong 
Baird 
Balderson 
Barr 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bishop (UT) 
Brady 
Brooks (AL) 
Bucshon 
Byrne 
Carter (TX) 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Crenshaw 
Davidson (OH) 
DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 

Foxx (NC) 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Guthrie 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hern, Kevin 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hunter 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Kelly (MS) 
King (IA) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lesko 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Marchant 
Massie 
McCarthy 
Meadows 
Miller 

Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Ratcliffe 
Roby 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Scott, Austin 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Spano 
Steube 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Webster (FL) 
Westerman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 
Young 

NOT VOTING—3 

Gaetz McClintock Visclosky 

b 1358 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962, 
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary be discharged 
from further consideration of H.R. 962, 

the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
COURTNEY). Under guidelines consist-
ently issued by successive Speakers, as 
recorded in section 956 of the House 
Rules and Manual, the Chair is con-
strained not to entertain the request 
unless it has been cleared by the bipar-
tisan floor and committee leaderships. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I urge 
the Speaker to immediately schedule 
this important bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not recognized for debate. 

f 

BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 2019 
Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, pursu-

ant to House Resolution 519, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 3877) to amend the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, to establish a con-
gressional budget for fiscal years 2020 
and 2021, to temporarily suspend the 
debt limit, and for other purposes, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 519, the bill is 
considered read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 3877 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2019’’. 

TITLE I—BUDGET ENFORCEMENT 
SEC. 101. AMENDMENTS TO THE BALANCED 

BUDGET AND EMERGENCY DEFICIT 
CONTROL ACT OF 1985. 

(a) REVISED DISCRETIONARY SPENDING LIM-
ITS.—Section 251(c) of the Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(c)) is amended by striking para-
graphs (7) and (8) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(7) for fiscal year 2020— 
‘‘(A) for the revised security category, 

$666,500,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(B) for the revised nonsecurity category, 

$621,500,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(8) for fiscal year 2021— 
‘‘(A) for the revised security category, 

$671,500,000,000 in new budget authority; and 
‘‘(B) for the revised nonsecurity category, 

$626,500,000,000 in new budget authority;’’. 
(b) OVERSEAS CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS 

AMOUNTS.—In fiscal years 2020 and 2021, the 
adjustments under section 251(b)(2)(A) of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)) for 
Overseas Contingency Operations/Global War 
on Terrorism appropriations will be as fol-
lows: 

(1) For the revised nonsecurity category— 
(A) for fiscal year 2020, $8,000,000,000; and 
(B) for fiscal year 2021, $8,000,000,000. 
(2) For the revised security category— 
(A) for fiscal year 2020, $71,500,000,000; and 
(B) for fiscal year 2021, $69,000,000,000. 

This subsection shall not affect the applica-
bility of section 251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985. 

(c) NEW ADJUSTMENT FOR THE U.S. CENSUS 
FOR 2020.—Section 251(b)(2) of the Balanced 
Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act 
of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901(b)(2)) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subpara-
graph: 
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‘‘(G) THE 2020 CENSUS.—If, for fiscal year 

2020, appropriations for the Periodic Cen-
suses and Programs account of the Bureau of 
the Census of the Department of Commerce 
are enacted that the Congress designates in 
statute as being for the 2020 Census, then the 
adjustment for that fiscal year shall be the 
total of such appropriations for that fiscal 
year designated as being for the 2020 Census, 
but shall not exceed $2,500,000,000.’’. 

(d) DIRECT SPENDING ADJUSTMENTS FOR FIS-
CAL YEARS 2020 AND 2021.—Section 251A of the 
Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 901a), is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (5)(B), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘and (12)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘(12), and (13)’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(13) IMPLEMENTING DIRECT SPENDING RE-

DUCTIONS FOR FISCAL YEARS 2020 AND 2021.—(A) 
OMB shall make the calculations necessary 
to implement the direct spending reductions 
calculated pursuant to paragraphs (3) and (4) 
without regard to the amendment made to 
section 251(c) revising the discretionary 
spending limits for fiscal years 2020 and 2021 
by the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019. 

‘‘(B) Paragraph (5)(B) shall not be imple-
mented for fiscal years 2020 and 2021.’’. 
SEC. 102. BALANCES ON THE PAYGO SCORE-

CARDS. 
Effective on the date of the enactment of 

this Act, the balances on the PAYGO score-
cards established pursuant to paragraphs (4) 
and (5) of section 4(d) of the Statutory Pay- 
As-You-Go Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 933(d)) shall 
be zero. 

TITLE II—ESTABLISHING A 
CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET 

SEC. 201. ADJUSTMENT AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL 
YEAR 2020 BUDGET RESOLUTION IN 
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Upon the date of the enactment of this 
Act— 

(1) the Chair of the Committee on the 
Budget of the House of Representatives may 
adjust the allocations, aggregates, and other 
budgetary levels included in the statement 
referred to in section 1(b) of House Resolu-
tion 293 (116th Congress) consistent with this 
Act; and 

(2) subsections (e), (f), and (g) of section 1 
of House Resolution 293 (116th Congress) 
shall have no force or effect through the re-
mainder of the One Hundred Sixteenth Con-
gress. 
SEC. 202. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021 

BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2021.—If a concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2021 has 
not been adopted by April 15, 2020, for the 
purpose of enforcing the Congressional Budg-
et Act of 1974 for fiscal year 2021, the alloca-
tions, aggregates, and levels provided for in 
subsection (b) shall apply in the House of 
Representatives after April 15, 2020, in the 
same manner as for a concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2021 with appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2021 
and for fiscal years 2022 through 2030. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—In the House of Representa-
tives, the Chair of the Committee on the 
Budget shall submit a statement for publica-
tion in the Congressional Record after April 
15, 2020, but not later than May 15, 2020, con-
taining— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations, 
committee allocations for fiscal year 2021 
consistent with discretionary spending lim-
its set forth in section 251(c)(8) of the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control 
Act of 1985, as amended by this Act, and the 
outlays flowing therefrom, and committee 
allocations for fiscal year 2021 for current 

law mandatory budget authority and out-
lays, for the purpose of enforcing section 302 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974; 

(2) for all committees of the House of Rep-
resentatives other than the Committee on 
Appropriations, committee allocations for 
fiscal year 2021 and for the period of fiscal 
years 2021 through 2030 consistent with the 
most recent baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted, to the extent 
practicable, for the budgetary effects of any 
provision of law enacted during the period 
beginning on the date such baseline is issued 
and ending on the date of submission of such 
statement, for the purpose of enforcing sec-
tion 302 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974; 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2021 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974; and 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal year 
2021 and for the period of fiscal years 2021 
through 2030 consistent with the most recent 
baseline of the Congressional Budget Office, 
as adjusted, to the extent practicable, for the 
budgetary effects of any provision of law en-
acted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline is issued and ending on 
the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTER.—The statement 
referred to in subsection (b) may also include 
for fiscal year 2021 the matter contained in 
the provisions referred to in subsection (e). 

(d) ADJUSTMENTS.—The Chair of the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the House of Rep-
resentatives may adjust the allocations, ag-
gregates, and other budgetary levels in-
cluded in the statement referred to in sub-
section (b)— 

(1) to reflect changes resulting from the 
Congressional Budget Office’s updates to its 
baseline for fiscal years 2021 through 2030; or 

(2) for any bill, joint resolution, amend-
ment, or conference report by the amounts 
provided in such measure if such measure 
would not increase the deficit for either of 
the following time periods: fiscal year 2021 to 
fiscal year 2025 or fiscal year 2021 to fiscal 
year 2030. 

(e) APPLICATION.— 
(1) Upon submission of the statement re-

ferred to in subsection (b), all references to 
allocations, aggregates, or other appropriate 
levels in ‘‘this concurrent resolution’’ in sec-
tions 5201, 5202, and 5203 of the House Concur-
rent Resolution 71 (115th Congress), specified 
in section 30104(f)(1) of the Bipartisan Budget 
Act of 2018, and continued in effect by sec-
tion 103(m) of House Resolution 6 (116th Con-
gress) and section 1(h)(1) of House Resolution 
293 (116th Congress), shall be treated for all 
purposes in the House of Representatives as 
references to the allocations, aggregates, or 
other appropriate levels contained in the 
statement referred to in subsection (b), as 
adjusted in accordance with this or any 
other Act. 

(2) The provisions of House Concurrent 
Resolution 71 (115th Congress), specified in 
section 30104(f)(1) of the Bipartisan Budget 
Act of 2018, shall have no force or effect in 
the House of Representatives except for the 
sections of such concurrent resolution iden-
tified in paragraph (1). 

(f) EXPIRATION.—Subsections (a) through 
(e) shall no longer apply if a concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2021 is 
agreed to by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives. 
SEC. 203. LIMITATION ON ADVANCE APPROPRIA-

TIONS IN THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—In the House of Rep-
resentatives, except as provided in sub-

section (b), any general appropriation bill or 
bill or joint resolution continuing appropria-
tions, or amendment thereto or conference 
report thereon, may not provide an advance 
appropriation. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.—An advance appropriation 
may be provided for programs, activities or 
accounts identified in lists submitted for 
printing in the Congressional Record by the 
Chair of the Committee on the Budget— 

(1) for fiscal year 2022, under the heading 
‘‘Accounts Identified for Advance Appropria-
tions’’ in an aggregate amount not to exceed 
$28,852,000,000 in new budget authority, and 
for fiscal year 2023, accounts separately iden-
tified under the same heading; and 

(2) for fiscal year 2022, under the heading 
‘‘Veterans Accounts Identified for Advance 
Appropriations’’. 

(c) DEFINITION.—The term ‘‘advance appro-
priation’’ means any new discretionary budg-
et authority provided in a general appropria-
tion bill or bill or joint resolution con-
tinuing appropriations for fiscal year 2021, or 
any amendment thereto or conference report 
thereon, that first becomes available fol-
lowing fiscal year 2021. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—The preceding subsections 
of this section shall expire if a concurrent 
resolution on the budget for fiscal year 2021 
is agreed to by the Senate and the House of 
Representatives pursuant to section 301 of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. 
SEC. 204. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2020 

BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE SEN-
ATE. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2020.—For the purpose of 
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.) and enforcing budg-
etary points of order in prior concurrent res-
olutions on the budget, the allocations, ag-
gregates, and levels provided for in sub-
section (b) shall apply in the Senate in the 
same manner as for a concurrent resolution 
on the budget for fiscal year 2020 with appro-
priate budgetary levels for fiscal year 2020 
and for fiscal years 2021 through 2029. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—The Chairman of the Com-
mittee on the Budget of the Senate shall 
submit a statement for publication in the 
Congressional Record as soon as practicable 
after the date of enactment of this Act that 
includes— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate, committee allocations for fiscal 
year 2020 consistent with the discretionary 
spending limits set forth in section 251(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended by this Act, 
for the purpose of enforcing section 302 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633); 

(2) for all committees other than the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, committee alloca-
tions for fiscal years 2020, 2020 through 2024, 
and 2020 through 2029 consistent with the 
May 2019 baseline of the Congressional Budg-
et Office, as adjusted for the budgetary ef-
fects of any provision of law enacted during 
the period beginning on the date such base-
line was issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing section 302 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 633); 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2020 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal years 
2020, 2020 through 2024, and 2020 through 2029 
consistent with the May 2019 baseline of the 
Congressional Budget Office, as adjusted for 
the budgetary effects of any provision of law 
enacted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline was issued and ending on 
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the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); and 

(5) levels of Social Security revenues and 
outlays for fiscal years 2020, 2020 through 
2024, and 2020 through 2029 consistent with 
the May 2019 baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted for the budgetary 
effects of any provision of law enacted dur-
ing the period beginning on the date such 
baseline was issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing sections 302 and 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633, 642). 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTER.—The filing re-
ferred to in subsection (b) may also include 
for fiscal year 2020 the deficit-neutral reserve 
funds in title III of H. Con. Res. 71 (115th 
Congress), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018, updated by two 
fiscal years. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—This section shall expire 
if a concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2020 is agreed to by the Senate 
and the House of Representatives pursuant 
to section 301 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632). 
SEC. 205. AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021 

BUDGET RESOLUTION IN THE SEN-
ATE. 

(a) FISCAL YEAR 2021.—For the purpose of 
enforcing the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974 (2 U.S.C. 621 et seq.), after April 15, 2020, 
and enforcing budgetary points of order in 
prior concurrent resolutions on the budget, 
the allocations, aggregates, and levels pro-
vided for in subsection (b) shall apply in the 
Senate in the same manner as for a concur-
rent resolution on the budget for fiscal year 
2021 with appropriate budgetary levels for 
fiscal year 2021 and for fiscal years 2022 
through 2030. 

(b) COMMITTEE ALLOCATIONS, AGGREGATES, 
AND LEVELS.—After April 15, 2020, but not 
later than May 15, 2020, the Chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget of the Senate shall 
file— 

(1) for the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate, committee allocations for fiscal 
year 2021 consistent with the discretionary 
spending limits set forth in section 251(c) of 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, as amended by this Act, 
for the purpose of enforcing section 302 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
633); 

(2) for all committees other than the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, committee alloca-
tions for fiscal years 2021, 2021 through 2025, 
and 2021 through 2030 consistent with the 
most recent baseline of the Congressional 
Budget Office, as adjusted for the budgetary 
effects of any provision of law enacted dur-
ing the period beginning on the date such 
baseline is issued and ending on the date of 
submission of such statement, for the pur-
pose of enforcing section 302 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 642); 

(3) aggregate spending levels for fiscal year 
2021 in accordance with the allocations es-
tablished under paragraphs (1) and (2), for 
the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); 

(4) aggregate revenue levels for fiscal years 
2021, 2021 through 2025, and 2021 through 2030 
consistent with the most recent baseline of 
the Congressional Budget Office, as adjusted 
for the budgetary effects of any provision of 
law enacted during the period beginning on 
the date such baseline is issued and ending 
on the date of submission of such statement, 
for the purpose of enforcing section 311 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
642); and 

(5) levels of Social Security revenues and 
outlays for fiscal years 2021, 2021 through 

2025, and 2021 through 2030 consistent with 
the most recent baseline of the Congres-
sional Budget Office, as adjusted for the 
budgetary effects of any provision of law en-
acted during the period beginning on the 
date such baseline is issued and ending on 
the date of submission of such statement, for 
the purpose of enforcing sections 302 and 311 
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 633, 642). 

(c) ADDITIONAL MATTER.—The filing re-
ferred to in subsection (b) may also include 
for fiscal year 2021 the deficit-neutral reserve 
funds in title III of H. Con. Res. 71 (115th 
Congress), the concurrent resolution on the 
budget for fiscal year 2018, updated by three 
fiscal years. 

(d) EXPIRATION.—This section shall expire 
if a concurrent resolution on the budget for 
fiscal year 2021 is agreed to by the Senate 
and the House of Representatives pursuant 
to section 301 of the Congressional Budget 
Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 632). 
SEC. 206. LIMITATION ON ADVANCE APPROPRIA-

TIONS IN THE SENATE. 
(a) POINT OF ORDER AGAINST ADVANCE AP-

PROPRIATIONS IN THE SENATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.— 
(A) POINT OF ORDER.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), it shall not be in order in the 
Senate to consider any bill, joint resolution, 
motion, amendment, amendment between 
the Houses, or conference report that would 
provide an advance appropriation for a dis-
cretionary account. 

(B) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘advance appropriation’’ means any 
new budget authority provided in a bill or 
joint resolution making appropriations for 
fiscal year 2020 that first becomes available 
for any fiscal year after 2020 or any new 
budget authority provided in a bill or joint 
resolution making appropriations for fiscal 
year 2021 that first becomes available for any 
fiscal year after 2021. 

(2) EXCEPTIONS.—Advance appropriations 
may be provided— 

(A) for fiscal years 2021 and 2022 for pro-
grams, projects, activities, or accounts iden-
tified in a statement submitted to the Con-
gressional Record by the Chairman of the 
Committee on the Budget of the Senate 
under the heading ‘‘Accounts Identified for 
Advance Appropriations’’ in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed $28,852,000,000 in new 
budget authority in each fiscal year; 

(B) for the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting; and 

(C) for the Department of Veterans Affairs 
for the Medical Services, Medical Support 
and Compliance, Veterans Medical Commu-
nity Care, and Medical Facilities accounts of 
the Veterans Health Administration. 

(3) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.— 
(A) WAIVER.—In the Senate, paragraph (1) 

may be waived or suspended only by an af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem-
bers, duly chosen and sworn. 

(B) APPEAL.—An affirmative vote of three- 
fifths of the Members of the Senate, duly 
chosen and sworn, shall be required to sus-
tain an appeal of the ruling of the Chair on 
a point of order raised under paragraph (1). 

(4) FORM OF POINT OF ORDER.—A point of 
order under paragraph (1) may be raised by a 
Senator as provided in section 313(e) of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
644(e)). 

(5) CONFERENCE REPORTS.—When the Sen-
ate is considering a conference report on, or 
an amendment between the Houses in rela-
tion to, a bill or joint resolution, upon a 
point of order being made by any Senator 
pursuant to this subsection, and such point 
of order being sustained, such material con-
tained in such conference report or amend-
ment between the Houses shall be stricken, 
and the Senate shall proceed to consider the 

question of whether the Senate shall recede 
from its amendment and concur with a fur-
ther amendment, or concur in the House 
amendment with a further amendment, as 
the case may be, which further amendment 
shall consist of only that portion of the con-
ference report or House amendment, as the 
case may be, not so stricken. Any such mo-
tion in the Senate shall be debatable. In any 
case in which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this paragraph), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order. 

(b) SUNSET.—Subsection (a) shall termi-
nate on the date on which a concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2021 is 
agreed to by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives pursuant to section 301 of the 
Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 U.S.C. 
632). 
SEC. 207. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST CERTAIN 

CHANGES IN MANDATORY PRO-
GRAMS IN THE SENATE. 

(a) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘CHIMP’’ means a provision that— 

(1) would have been estimated as affecting 
direct spending or receipts under section 252 
of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985 (2 U.S.C. 902) (as in 
effect prior to September 30, 2002) if the pro-
vision was included in legislation other than 
appropriation Acts; and 

(2) results in a net decrease in budget au-
thority in the budget year, but does not re-
sult in a net decrease in outlays over the pe-
riod of the total of the current year, the 
budget year, and all fiscal years covered 
under the most recently adopted concurrent 
resolution on the budget. 

(b) POINT OF ORDER IN THE SENATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—It shall not be in order in 

the Senate to consider a bill or joint resolu-
tion making appropriations for a full fiscal 
year, or an amendment thereto, amendment 
between the Houses in relation thereto, con-
ference report thereon, or motion thereon, 
that includes a CHIMP that, if enacted, 
would cause the absolute value of the total 
budget authority of all such CHIMPs enacted 
in relation to a full fiscal year to be more 
than the amount specified in paragraph (2). 

(2) AMOUNT.—The amount specified in this 
paragraph is, for fiscal year 2021, 
$15,000,000,000. 

(c) DETERMINATION.—For purposes of this 
section, budgetary levels shall be determined 
on the basis of estimates provided by the 
Chairman of the Committee on the Budget of 
the Senate. 

(d) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL IN 
THE SENATE.—In the Senate, subsection (b) 
may be waived or suspended only by an af-
firmative vote of three-fifths of the Mem-
bers, duly chosen and sworn. An affirmative 
vote of three-fifths of the Members of the 
Senate, duly chosen and sworn, shall be re-
quired to sustain an appeal of the ruling of 
the Chair on a point of order raised under 
subsection (b). 
SEC. 208. POINT OF ORDER AGAINST DESIGNA-

TION OF FUNDS FOR OVERSEAS 
CONTINGENCY OPERATIONS IN THE 
SENATE. 

(a) POINT OF ORDER.—When the Senate is 
considering a bill, joint resolution, motion, 
amendment, amendment between the 
Houses, or conference report, if a point of 
order is made by a Senator against a provi-
sion that designates funds for fiscal years 
2020 or 2021 for overseas contingency oper-
ations, in accordance with section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901(b)(2)(A)), and the point of order is 
sustained by the Chair, that provision shall 
be stricken from the measure and may not 
be offered as an amendment from the floor. 
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(b) FORM OF THE POINT OF ORDER.—A point 

of order under subsection (a) may be raised 
by a Senator as provided in section 313(e) of 
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2 
U.S.C. 644(e)). 

(c) CONFERENCE REPORTS.—When the Sen-
ate is considering a conference report on, or 
an amendment between the Houses in rela-
tion to, a bill or joint resolution, upon a 
point of order being made by any Senator 
pursuant to subsection (a), and such point of 
order being sustained, such material con-
tained in such conference report or House 
amendment shall be stricken, and the Senate 
shall proceed to consider the question of 
whether the Senate shall recede from its 
amendment and concur with a further 
amendment, or concur in the House amend-
ment with a further amendment, as the case 
may be, which further amendment shall con-
sist of only that portion of the conference re-
port or House amendment, as the case may 
be, not so stricken. Any such motion in the 
Senate shall be debatable. In any case in 
which such point of order is sustained 
against a conference report (or Senate 
amendment derived from such conference re-
port by operation of this subsection), no fur-
ther amendment shall be in order. 

(d) SUPERMAJORITY WAIVER AND APPEAL.— 
In the Senate, this section may be waived or 
suspended only by an affirmative vote of 
three-fifths of the Members, duly chosen and 
sworn. An affirmative vote of three-fifths of 
Members of the Senate, duly chosen and 
sworn shall be required to sustain an appeal 
of the ruling of the Chair on a point of order 
raised under this section. 

(e) SUSPENSION OF POINT OF ORDER.—This 
section shall not apply if a declaration of 
war by Congress is in effect. 
SEC. 209. EXERCISE OF RULEMAKING POWERS. 

The sections of this title are enacted by 
the Congress— 

(1) as an exercise of the rulemaking power 
of the House of Representatives and the Sen-
ate, respectively, and as such they shall be 
considered as part of the rules of each House, 
respectively, or of that House to which they 
specifically apply, and such rules shall su-
persede other rules only to the extent that 
they are inconsistent therewith; and 

(2) with full recognition of the constitu-
tional right of either House to change such 
rules (so far as relating to such House) at 
any time, in the same manner, and to the 
same extent as in the case of any other rule 
of such House. 

TITLE III—TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF 
PUBLIC DEBT LIMIT 

SEC. 301. TEMPORARY EXTENSION OF PUBLIC 
DEBT LIMIT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3101(b) of title 31, 
United States Code, shall not apply for the 
period beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act and ending on July 31, 2021. 

(b) SPECIAL RULE RELATING TO OBLIGATIONS 
ISSUED DURING EXTENSION PERIOD.—Effective 
on August 1, 2021, the limitation in effect 
under section 3101(b) of title 31, United 
States Code, shall be increased to the extent 
that— 

(1) the face amount of obligations issued 
under chapter 31 of such title and the face 
amount of obligations whose principal and 
interest are guaranteed by the United States 
Government (except guaranteed obligations 
held by the Secretary of the Treasury) out-
standing on August 1, 2021, exceeds 

(2) the face amount of such obligations 
outstanding on the date of the enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) EXTENSION LIMITED TO NECESSARY OBLI-
GATIONS.—An obligation shall not be taken 
into account under subsection (b)(1) unless 
the issuance of such obligation was nec-
essary to fund a commitment incurred pur-

suant to law by the Federal Government 
that required payment before August 1, 2021. 

TITLE IV—OFFSETS 
SEC. 401. CUSTOMS USER FEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(j)(3) of the 
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(j)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Octo-
ber 20, 2027’’ and inserting ‘‘September 30, 
2029’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(i), by striking 
‘‘September 30, 2027’’ and inserting ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2029’’. 

(b) RATE FOR MERCHANDISE PROCESSING 
FEES.—Section 503 of the United States– 
Korea Free Trade Agreement Implementa-
tion Act (Public Law 112–41; 19 U.S.C. 3805 
note) is amended by striking ‘‘May 26, 2027’’ 
and inserting ‘‘September 30, 2029’’. 
SEC. 402. EXTENSION OF DIRECT SPENDING RE-

DUCTIONS THROUGH FISCAL YEAR 
2029. 

Section 251A(6) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985 (2 
U.S.C. 901a(6)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘fiscal years 
2022 through 2027’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal years 
2022 through 2029’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (C), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘fiscal year 
2027’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal year 2029’’. 

TITLE V—BUDGETARY EFFECTS 
SEC. 501. BUDGETARY EFFECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The budgetary effects of 
this Act shall not be entered on either 
PAYGO scorecard maintained pursuant to 
section 4(d) of the Statutory Pay-As-You-Go 
Act of 2010 (2 U.S.C. 933(d)). 

(b) SENATE PAYGO SCORECARDS.—The 
budgetary effects of this Act shall not be en-
tered on any PAYGO scorecard maintained 
for purposes of section 4106 of H. Con. Res. 71 
(115th Congress). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill 
shall be debatable for 1 hour, equally 
divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on the Budget. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
YARMUTH) and the gentleman from Ar-
kansas (Mr. WOMACK) each will control 
30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous material into the 
RECORD on H.R. 3877. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, today, we have an op-

portunity to advance bipartisan legis-
lation that will help secure a stronger 
future for American families and our 
Nation’s economy. 

The 2-year budget caps deal we are 
now debating raises the debt ceiling 
and increases the budget caps for 2020 
and 2021. It stops extreme sequestra-
tion cuts of $125 billion from being im-
plemented, helps us avoid another dev-
astating government shutdown, and es-
tablishes a realistic budgetary frame-

work so that we can make critical in-
vestments in our Nation’s people and 
prosperity. 

This budget agreement represents a 
vast improvement over the harmful 
cuts contained in the President’s 2020 
budget proposal. It rejects the Trump 
budget’s 9 percent cut to nondefense 
discretionary spending that would have 
weakened national and economic secu-
rity, endangered public health, and 
crippled critical programs that support 
American families. 

Instead, this bill will allow us to 
make strong investments in everything 
from K–12 education and infrastructure 
to research and development, clean en-
ergy, and veterans’ healthcare. 

This is about finally moving us past 
the threat of sequestration. It is about 
upholding the full faith and credit of 
the United States. And it is about pro-
viding much-needed certainty to our 
communities and for our economy. 

This bipartisan agreement is a vic-
tory for the American people. In the 
most divisive and polarizing environ-
ment in our lifetimes, it is a much- 
needed example of Congress coming to-
gether to prioritize the American peo-
ple over self-serving politics. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to fulfill our obligations to 
govern and ensure we meet the needs 
and priorities of the American people 
by passing this bill, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the most funda-
mental duties of Congress is to fund 
the government. I am pleased that, 
after months of uncertainty, a budget 
agreement has been reached, thanks to 
the work of the President, his Cabinet, 
and the Congress. 

This 2-year funding deal ends the 
threat of sequestration and continues 
to improve our military strength. It 
doubles down on our commitment to 
serving and protecting the American 
people by enhancing the United States’ 
defense capabilities and ensuring our 
courageous troops have the resources 
they need to deter, fight, and win. 

It wasn’t that long ago, Mr. Speaker, 
that our military was in the midst of a 
readiness crisis. It would be irrespon-
sible, in my strong opinion, to retreat 
back to that point. This deal helps us 
prevent that. 

The legislation averts a $71 billion 
cut to defense that would have taken 
place early next year, absent an agree-
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a 30-year veteran 
of the Arkansas National Guard, one 
deployment under my belt. I chair the 
Board of Visitors at the United States 
Military Academy at West Point, and I 
recognize the rise of the threat facing 
us around the globe. I also understand 
the devastation a sequester would 
cause. 

It is not something that we can allow 
to happen, and I have seen the numbers 
floating around about what Congress is 
about to do. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:26 Jul 26, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00021 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A25JY7.008 H25JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7402 July 25, 2019 
Let me be clear, Mr. Speaker. The se-

quester numbers that would have 
taken place if this Congress didn’t act 
were never going to happen. Anybody 
who suggests that we were going to cut 
$71 billion from national defense is not 
being intellectually honest. We were 
not going to allow that to happen. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill also takes the 
chaos that would ensue following an-
other government shutdown off the 
table. Nobody in this room likes con-
tinuing resolutions or big omnibus 
packages. We take those off the table. 

Now, I will be honest. This is not a 
perfect deal. It is not the bill I would 
have written if I were just a Congress 
of one. No compromise in any serious 
negotiation where there are two com-
peting sides will ever result in a perfect 
outcome. But it does allow us to move 
forward with a measure of stability for 
our economy. 

Again, I highlight that these negotia-
tions brought forward an important 
agreement in which there will be no 
poison pills in the funding bills for this 
year or next and a concerted effort to 
strive toward no shutdowns and no 
large omnibus packages. 

Any compromise involves hard 
choices. I don’t know of a committee in 
the Congress, in the House of Rep-
resentatives, that has to make more 
hard choices than the people who gath-
er around that Committee on Appro-
priations markup room. 

For our distinguished chairwoman, 
NITA LOWEY, and all of my fellow ap-
propriators who have a lot of requests, 
there are never enough resources to 
meet all of them, but we have to make 
some very hard choices. 

Then, let’s not forget the real and 
practical impact of our current debt 
and the deficits that add to that debt. 
We need to put America back on a re-
sponsible fiscal path. While I support 
the progress we have made in this bill, 
I feel strongly that Congress must ad-
dress the looming crisis of our debt for 
our children and our grandchildren. 

But here is an inconvenient truth: 
Total discretionary spending, when I 
came to Congress, was almost $1.3 tril-
lion. That was what we spent on the 
discretionary budget of the U.S. Gov-
ernment. That is the part of govern-
ment that most people identify with. 
Next year, under this caps agreement, 
discretionary spending is going to be 
just under $1.4 trillion. That is not 
much of an increase over a 10-year pe-
riod. 

To put it in perspective, discre-
tionary spending was 9 percent of GDP 
when I came to Congress. It is down to 
6 percent now. 

If you look at the CBO report that we 
highlighted earlier this year, CBO 
says—their words—as a percentage of 
the economy, discretionary spending is 
going down, and mandatory spending 
continues to skyrocket. 

The year before I came to Congress, 
mandatory spending was 61 percent of 
the Federal budget. Today, it is about 
70 percent of the Federal budget. 

Mandatory spending is putting in-
tense pressure on a lot of programs on 
the discretionary side that a lot of 
America relies on. 

I think we have to fix that. I don’t 
know what the answer is, but I do 
know this, Mr. Speaker. I know one of 
the answers is that we have to get back 
to regular order. 

I can’t say it any clearer. We haven’t 
done the budget process that is en-
shrined in the 1974 Budget Act since I 
have been in Congress. In fact, most 
people in Congress look at how we do 
things now—CRs, omnis, shutdowns, 
those kinds of things—as normal. It is 
anything but normal. 

I know my friend, Mr. YARMUTH, and 
I worked very hard, as did Mrs. LOWEY, 
on the Joint Select Committee on 
Budget Process Reform last year. We 
got close. We made a few recommenda-
tions. We couldn’t quite meet the 
threshold for reporting, but we took a 
stab at it. I hope we can elevate that 
discussion in the 116th Congress and 
have some success doing that. 

Today, we are here to vote on a bi-
partisan bill, a bill that has been care-
fully negotiated over weeks with com-
peting interests. The administration 
has been involved, with Mr. Mnuchin 
representing the President, and the 
four corners of leadership. Not the 
most ideal way to come up with an an-
swer or a solution, but it is what we 
have today. 

Mr. Speaker, with all the things that 
we have in front of us, let’s take the 
chaos off the table, and let’s pass this 
deal. Then, maybe—maybe—we can ele-
vate the conversation to talk about the 
real drivers of the deficit and the debt 
in this country when we come back and 
as we move into the remainder of this 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I am 
honored to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
LOWEY), the chair of the Appropria-
tions Committee. 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 3877. 

For months, House Democrats have 
insisted on raising unworkable budget 
caps so Congress can responsibly fund 
our government and uphold our com-
mitments to American families. 

Unless Congress and the President 
act, the United States will face $125 bil-
lion in devastating cuts that will hurt 
American families and weaken our na-
tional security. 

That is why this bipartisan legisla-
tion to avoid this fiscal cliff is so crit-
ical. It thoroughly rejects the Presi-
dent’s slash-and-burn budget proposal, 
which would have pulled the rug out 
from under families and communities 
by decimating initiatives and services 
that make a real difference in people’s 
lives. 

Instead of reckless cuts, Democrats 
were successful in securing the largest- 
ever increase in base funding above se-
questration levels. With these more 

reasonable budget caps, we can under-
take an orderly appropriations process 
to invest in critical domestic priorities 
for the people. 

While this bipartisan deal represents 
a compromise, I am proud that it ends 
the senseless austerity of the Budget 
Control Act once and for all. 

I urge support for this legislation, so 
that we can help give every American a 
better chance at a better life. 

b 1415 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. SCALISE), the distinguished 
Republican whip. 

Mr. SCALISE. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
associate myself with the remarks 
made by my friend, the gentleman 
from Arkansas (Mr. WOMACK) who 
talked about the importance of what 
we need to do to get back into a posi-
tion where we can get control over 
spending. 

There are people that are running 
around right now trying to pit our Na-
tion’s defense against balancing the 
Federal budget 

Mr. Speaker, in fact, it is a false 
choice because if you zeroed out the en-
tire Department of Defense’s budget, 
which I hope no one would embrace, if 
you zeroed it out, you would still have 
a deficit. So, clearly, it is not the De-
partment of Defense that is the prob-
lem. We need a strong national defense. 

President Trump has been rebuilding 
our military. We need to keep rebuild-
ing our military. 

Mr. Speaker, we had more men and 
women die in training exercises than 
dying in combat over the last 3 years, 
by a 5-to-1 margin. It was less safe to 
train to be in the military in the 
United States of America than it was 
to go into combat, because they didn’t 
have the tools they needed. Planes 
were falling out of the sky because 
they didn’t have spare parts. 

We have finally started to address 
that. The last thing we want to do is go 
backward on that success. And I don’t 
think anybody in this building, voting 
‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no,’’ understands or would 
agree with the idea that if a ‘‘no’’ vote 
were to be successful, we would have a 
$71 billion cut to our Nation’s defense, 
which is one of our prime constitu-
tional responsibilities. 

So we have got to get back to solving 
the real problems with deficits; and we 
all know where that is coming from, 
the mandatory side. 

We had a bill just in the last Con-
gress that would have cut over $800 bil-
lion, while improving the healthcare of 
the people of our country. And if there 
are better ways to go and fix these bro-
ken programs, then please put those on 
the table. But we need to go back to 
that. 

But in this bill, not only does it 
allow the President to keep rebuilding 
our military, it actually protects the 
pro-life gains that we have made. We 
have made incredible gains to protect 
innocent life. 
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That is why groups like National 

Right to Life have said such strong 
things about why this is so important; 
why President Trump needs this bill so 
that he can rebuild our military, and 
keep building wall and border security, 
which is so important. We have to se-
cure our border. This bill includes the 
ability for the President to do that as 
well. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts (Mr. MOULTON), the vice 
chair of the Budget Committee. 

Mr. MOULTON. Mr. Speaker, this 
agreement is a good step forward; not a 
great step, but a good step. 

As vice chairman of the Budget Com-
mittee, and a veteran who serves on 
the Armed Services Committee, I want 
to speak for a moment about its im-
pact on our national security. 

This bill turns our attention to con-
fronting and out-competing our adver-
saries. And partly, it does so by ending 
the threat of sequestration. 

Now, we all know that the Budget 
Control Act was established with the 
tool of sequestration in an effort to im-
prove our budgeting process to, in fact, 
address our debt, which itself is a 
threat to our national security. But we 
also know that that hasn’t worked. 
And in the meantime, our national se-
curity, our defense budgeting is at risk. 

This bill not only ends that; it also 
creates parity in increased defense in-
vestments with domestic investments. 
That is a big deal, because it means we 
will spend as much on the dignity of 
Americans as we will on their defense. 

But it is also important to note that 
a lot of defense functions, a lot of 
things that ensure our national secu-
rity fall under nondefense discre-
tionary spending; things like investing 
in veterans’ healthcare, investing in 
embassy security. In fact, the entire 
investment we make in the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security falls under 
nondefense discretionary spending, and 
we increase that significantly with this 
deal. 

But let’s not kid ourselves. This deal 
is not perfect. America is racking up a 
huge credit card bill which our kids 
will have to pay. It has skyrocketed 
under this President and his massive 
tax cut for the wealthiest few, and this 
bill does not address that. 

And while I don’t love that this bill 
was negotiated behind closed doors, it 
proves there is middle ground, and it 
strips Congress of those draconian 
tools in the Budget Control Act that 
made that middle ground hard to find. 

Chairman YARMUTH and his team 
have done us a tremendous service. 
This deal buys us the time and the op-
portunity to fix the budgeting process, 
and I hope we will use it. 

In the window this creates, where we 
aren’t negotiating under gunpoint, 
let’s fix Congress and create a next- 
generation budgeting process where 
there is thoughtful debate and, ulti-
mately, consensus around a fiscally re-
sponsible bill. We can get there. We can 

start today, and we can begin by pass-
ing this bill. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Fort 
Worth, Texas (Ms. GRANGER), the rank-
ing member on the House Appropria-
tions Committee and a former mayor. I 
believe mayors have a pretty good idea 
of what it takes to get things done 
when there are competing interests. 

Ms. GRANGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 3877. I am 
proud to support this 2-year budget 
agreement, because the alternative, 
not having an agreement, is simply not 
an option. 

I want all Members to understand the 
importance of this bill in front of us. 
This deal keeps our economy on solid 
ground because the United States will 
avoid defaulting on our financial obli-
gations. Think of that. 

With this agreement, we continue to 
invest in rebuilding our Nation’s de-
fense and protecting our strategic in-
terests around the world. The threat of 
terrorism continues, and Russian, Chi-
nese, and Iranian aggression is on the 
rise. It is critical that our military is 
ready to meet and defeat all threats. 

Unfortunately, unless we pass this 
bill, our military and our veterans 
would face arbitrary cuts that would be 
harmful to our security and that of our 
partners, like Israel and Jordan. 

When I was the chairwoman of the 
Defense Appropriations Subcommittee, 
I worked with the Secretary of Defense 
to put together a plan to rebuild our 
military. He said it would take 5 years. 

We have only appropriated the funds 
that were needed for two of those 
years. We should continue that. If this 
bill does not pass, the impending cuts 
will have a devastating impact on our 
national security. 

Our Constitution explicitly states 
that the Congress provides for the com-
mon defense. If we don’t pass this bill, 
we have failed to live up to our Con-
stitutional responsibilities, and I am 
not willing to do that. 

Not only does this budget agreement 
stabilize funding for our Nation’s mili-
tary over the next 2 years, it also sets 
up a framework to prevent harmful 
‘‘poison pill’’ riders from being in-
cluded in must-pass funding bills. 

Finally, this agreement sets us on a 
path to complete an orderly appropria-
tions process and avoid a costly gov-
ernment shutdown. 

Our President should be commended 
for negotiating with Congressional 
leaders to protect key conservative pri-
orities, from maintaining our position 
as the most powerful military in the 
world, to protecting the life of the un-
born. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
voting for this bill and sending it to 
the President’s desk quickly for a sig-
nature. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. SMITH), the chairman of 
the House Armed Services Committee. 

Mr. SMITH of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, it is crucially important that 

we pass this bill. The most funda-
mental responsibility of government is 
to fund the government and operate. 
And as simple as that may sound, over 
the course of the last 8 years, we have 
repeatedly failed to do that. 

We have had several government 
shutdowns, countless other threatened 
government shutdowns, continuing res-
olutions, and a steady failure to even 
come close to meeting the October 1st 
deadline for funding the discretionary 
portion of the government; and that 
has had a devastating impact. 

Certainly, we have heard on a num-
ber of occasions about the impact it 
has had on our national security. The 
Department of Defense has not been 
able to plan its budget for too many 
years. It has led to inconsistency and, 
as we have heard, it has led to a readi-
ness crisis. 

But this applies also to the non-
defense discretionary portion of the 
budget; to infrastructure, and 
healthcare, and education, and hous-
ing. All of those items have been under 
uncertainty for too long over the 
course of the last 8 years. 

This budget agreement, though not 
perfect, funds the government and, I 
believe, responsibly funds the govern-
ment, both defense and nondefense. 

I really want to commend both Sec-
retary Mnuchin and Speaker PELOSI for 
coming together and negotiating this 
agreement. There is no secret that we 
have big differences between the Demo-
cratically controlled House and the 
White House and the Republican-con-
trolled Senate. But despite those dif-
ferences, we have to function. We have 
to be able to fund the government and 
meet our responsibilities to the Amer-
ican people. 

They were able to transcend those 
differences, get this deal done, and fund 
the government in a responsible way. 

Now, it is absolutely true that the 
debt and the deficit are still a problem. 
I know there are many people out there 
who say that it is not. I just don’t see 
how those numbers add up. You cannot 
continually spend more money than 
you take in before it becomes a prob-
lem. We need to responsibly address 
that issue. 

I don’t think it was responsible to 
cut taxes by nearly $2 trillion in the 
face of that. I certainly also think that 
defense has to be part of that conversa-
tion. 

The gentleman earlier said, well, you 
could zero out the defense budget and 
it wouldn’t make any difference. Well, 
the defense budget is 17 percent of the 
budget. If you are 17 percent of a budg-
et that is massively in debt, you are at 
least part of the problem. 

I mean, you can take any one piece of 
the budget and say, well, that is not 
the problem. In fact, that is kind of 
what we have been doing. We have been 
taking piece by piece and saying, well, 
we can’t cut that; we can’t raise that 
tax. 

Meanwhile, we have been insisting on 
a dollar’s worth of government for 80 
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cents worth of taxes. In the long run, 
people will pay the price for that. In 
the short term we have to responsibly 
fund the government. That is exactly 
what this bill does. 

Again, I thank the leadership that 
brought this to be, and I urge support 
and passage of this bill. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Corona, 
California (Mr. CALVERT), who is the 
ranking member on the Appropriations 
Committee that funds the national de-
fense of this country. 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of the Bipartisan Budget Deal 
of 2019. Like many of my colleagues, 
there are parts of the deal I object to 
and parts I strongly support. 

As ranking member of the Defense 
Appropriations Subcommittee, I would 
have preferred a higher top line for de-
fense than $738 billion. However, we 
will always choose certainty and on- 
time appropriations rather than an-
other destructive CR. 

Right now, our military is at an in-
flection point. As our military readi-
ness returns to appropriate operational 
levels, we must continue to push for-
ward on modernization efforts that will 
continue America’s superiority on 
land, sea, air, and space into the next 
century. 

Just as former Secretary Mattis 
woke Americans up to the dire cir-
cumstances of our readiness levels, 
Americans are now beginning to under-
stand that our military superiority can 
no longer be assumed against near-peer 
adversaries such as Russia and China. 

Whether it is hypersonics, low-yield 
nuclear weapons, artificial intel-
ligence, or the militarization of space, 
the gap has closed. 

The 2-year budget deal before us 
today provides the certainty for our 
military to do what they do best, pre-
pare to win the next war in the hopes 
that our military might will deter any 
would-be competitor from ever starting 
that war. 

I know many of my conservative 
friends are concerned about more def-
icit spending and adding to our $22 tril-
lion debt. I share that concern, but we 
need to look at the full budget picture. 
Mandatory spending, if you include in-
terest on the debt, now consumes 72 
percent of the Federal budget. 

National defense actually accounts 
for 15.6 percent of the budget. That 
leaves only about 12 percent left in the 
pie. We cannot balance our budget on 
the back of 12 percent nondefense dis-
cretionary spending. The math does 
not work. 

In fact, since 2010, because of the 
BCA, accounting for inflation, we have 
reduced nondefense discretionary 
spending by 4.65 percent, and we have 
reduced defense discretionary by 17.2 
percent. 

To my friends on the left, we cannot 
continue to ignore realities of manda-
tory spending and simply spend more 
on the discretionary side with no re-
gard to the future. And the solutions 
need not be drastic. 

Slowing the rate of growth and mak-
ing commonsense reforms for future 
generations would relieve the pressure 
and allow us to finally have a plan to 
pay down the debt. 

The bill before us is not perfect. That 
is the nature of compromise. But my 
‘‘yes’’ vote is in support of the brave 
men and women who wear the uniform. 
It is our duty to support them and 
their missions. 

However, I do not vote blind to our 
budget reality, which, if left un-
checked, will consume our entire budg-
et. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, end the failed experiment of the 
BCA, and commit to true budget re-
form that will address our mounting 
debt. 

b 1430 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR), a distinguished 
member of the Appropriations Com-
mittee. 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
you so very much, Chairman YARMUTH, 
for yielding time to speak and rise to 
support this 2-year budget caps and 
debt ceiling agreement that is before 
us and urge all of our colleagues to do 
the same. 

This agreement is not perfect. Frank-
ly, it is a difficult vote, given the hard 
work that our Appropriations Com-
mittee has undertaken to diligently 
write, debate, mark up and pass 10 of 
our 12 fiscal year 2020 annual spending 
bills through this Chamber. The other 
two were written and reported out of 
committee. 

We will have to make hard choices as 
we work with the Senate to allocate 
these funds among the 12 sub-
committee bills, but as an appropri-
ator, I intimately understand Congress’ 
top responsibility is to keep the ship of 
state running, ensuring an open, fund-
ed, and fully functional government of 
the United States. 

I also know from experience that the 
full faith and credit of our government 
can never be questioned. Every one of 
our constituents deserves this recogni-
tion from their elected Member, and 
this agreement moves Congress past 
the devastating threats imposed under 
the Budget Control Act of 2011. Thank 
goodness. 

It avoids deep, automatic cuts that 
would devastate government’s ability 
to help the American people and meet 
our obligations to them, including the 
most vulnerable. 

This agreement rejects the dev-
astating cuts the President’s fiscal 
year 2020 budget proposed and main-
tains significant funding levels for do-
mestic priorities and defense priorities 
alike. 

Most importantly, this agreement 
moves us a step closer to finalizing ap-
propriate allocation of all our Federal 
dollars responsibly. 

Mr. Speaker, I commend our leader-
ship efforts on both sides of the aisle to 

reach a final consensus and bring this 
bipartisan agreement to the floor. This 
agreement reflects give-and-take from 
all sides of Congress and the White 
House, and it is deserving of a strong 
bipartisan showing of support from this 
body. 

Let’s govern. 
Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, on occa-

sion it is important to reach out to the 
rural areas of our country for wisdom, 
and we are going to reach out to west 
Texas, near Clarendon, Texas. I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. THORNBERRY), my friend, the Re-
publican lead on the House Armed 
Services Committee. 

Mr. THORNBERRY. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the gentleman yielding. 

As the current occupant of the chair 
will remember, on February 6, 2018, 
just last year, Secretary of Defense 
Mattis testified: ‘‘Let me be clear, as 
hard as the last 16 years of war have 
been, no enemy in the field has done 
more harm to the readiness of the 
United States military than the com-
bined impact of the Budget Control 
Act’s defense spending caps, worsened 
by operating in 10 of the last 11 years 
under continuing resolutions of varied 
and unpredictable duration.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, this bill before us now 
fixes, finally, the problems that Sec-
retary Mattis pointed to in his testi-
mony last year, for, as members will 
recall, starting in 2010, with the re-
sponsibility of both Republicans and 
Democrats, both the White House and 
Congress, defense spending went down, 
in real terms, about 20 percent. 

And we are not just talking numbers. 
We are talking increased aircraft acci-
dents. We are talking tragic accidents 
at sea where sailors were killed. We are 
talking in all the services, a number of 
training accidents and malfunctions 
that had real consequences to the 
human beings who volunteer to protect 
our country. 

Now, the last 2 years—again, on a bi-
partisan basis—we have begun to turn 
that around. We have begun to improve 
our readiness, begun to improve train-
ing, begun, as the gentleman from Cali-
fornia was talking about, to narrow 
some of the gaps that have developed 
on key technologies with other adver-
saries. But the job is not done yet. We 
have to continue that momentum. 

While the underlying bill before us 
does not provide for as much defense 
spending as I believe we should spend, 
the certainty of a 2-year deal having 
more money for defense than was origi-
nally in the underlying House budget, 
all of those things, to me, say the right 
thing to do is to pass this. 

I know Members can find some ex-
cuse about what is in the bill they 
don’t like or what is not in the bill 
that they wish it were. Any sort of leg-
islation that is a result of compromise 
between two parties, two Houses of 
Congress, two branches of government, 
is going to yield that sort of result. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we cannot forget 
that the first function of government is 
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to provide for the common defense; and 
the Nation and, especially, the men 
and women who serve and their fami-
lies depend upon us doing our job under 
the Constitution. 

Article I, section 8 says it is our job 
to raise and support, provide and main-
tain. This bill helps us fulfill that re-
sponsibility, and it should be passed. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. HOYER), the majority leader 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished chairman, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, the chairman of the Budget 
Committee, for yielding. 

I thank Mr. WOMACK for his leader-
ship, both as chairman, now as ranking 
member on the committee, as we look 
to pursue fiscally responsible paths, 
but also fiscal paths that will invest, 
knowing the national security from the 
defense standpoint, but the national se-
curity from the domestic standpoint. 

Obviously, if we have a strong de-
fense but our education system is 
wanting, our economic system is want-
ing, our healthcare system is wanting, 
we will have a national security prob-
lem. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise, therefore, in sup-
port of this bipartisan legislation, 
which formalizes the agreement 
reached earlier this week by Speaker 
PELOSI and Secretary Mnuchin on be-
half of the President. It has the sup-
port of Senators SCHUMER, MCCON-
NELL—the Republican leader—and the 
House Republican leader, Mr. MCCAR-
THY. 

This is what we have been working 
toward for a very long time, and I am 
pleased that we are able to secure an 
agreement before the end of the July 
work period. This will provide cer-
tainty for the American people by pro-
viding the top-line guidance necessary 
for appropriators and the full House 
and Senate to complete work on fund-
ing the government for fiscal year 2020. 
Ideally, we would do that before Sep-
tember 30 of the coming months. 

But this agreement was made pos-
sible by virtue of, in my view, the fact 
that we passed 10 appropriations bills 
to fund 96 percent of the government 
before the end of June. That hasn’t 
been done before. 

Now, there have been 10 bills passed 
back in 2006, 13 years ago, but it did not 
include Labor-Health, so it left out a 
very big chunk of government funding. 

I am proud of the fact that we did 
that, but it also set a mark. It set an 
objective. It set, through the chair-
man’s deeming, the numbers that the 
appropriators could mark up their 
bills, that we could mark them up in 
June. It set an expectation of what we 
could do and should do. 

It was also achievable because Demo-
crats were united in our determination 
to deliver our promise to end the con-
stant brinksmanship that character-
ized the last several years and restore 
responsible government for the people. 

It is also, in my view, a result of the 
fact that Secretary Mnuchin wanted to 

have a fiscally responsible and 
knowable end to the differences be-
tween the two parties, which under-
mined our economic security and un-
dermined the confidence of the Amer-
ican people and the international com-
munity in the financial stability of our 
country. 

To that end, I am glad that this 
agreement also suspends the debt 
limit. 

Very frankly, Mr. Speaker, we ought 
to do away with the debt limit. It is a 
phony issue. It bears no relation to re-
ality. It is just a game. It is a political 
gimmick, an item of demagoguery for 
the Members. 

Very frankly, we set a debt limit 
when we buy something or we borrow 
something. The United States is going 
to pay for what it buys, and it is going 
to pay back what it borrows. That is 
the debt limit. 

This phony number that we are now 
suspending for a couple of years, I 
think that is what we should do. But, 
frankly, if it were up to me, I would do 
away with the debt limit, not because 
I don’t want to see us bring down the 
debt, but because I think it bears no re-
lationship to our needs, our challenges, 
our opportunities. 

Those who would have held hostage 
the full faith and credit of the United 
States, as some have done in the past 
to demand partisan concessions, will be 
prevented from throwing the legisla-
tive process into chaos as they have 
done. 

With the threat of default gone and 
the danger of sequester-level budget 
cuts removed—and thank goodness, we 
will see the end of the sequester, 
which, as I said, bore no relationship to 
needs and opportunities and respon-
sibilities. With that threat gone, we 
can now move forward together to in-
vest in fighting poverty, expanding op-
portunities, strengthening our commu-
nities, and, yes, defending our Nation 
and our allies. 

I want to thank Chairman YARMUTH, 
Chairwoman LOWEY, Chairman NEAL, 
and Ranking Member WOMACK, who is 
my friend and who I think is a very re-
sponsible, constructive Member of the 
Congress of the United States trying to 
work toward fiscal responsibility. 

Let there be no mistake: We are 
going to have to make some tough de-
cisions in the years ahead to make sure 
that our fiscal house is in order. 

Mr. Speaker, the American people 
ought to know we are receiving the 
lowest revenue in a very long time, I 
don’t know whether in history—prob-
ably not in history—but a very low 
level of revenue to the government. 
But we are buying a lot of stuff, and we 
have got to bring those in balance, 
what we are willing to pay for and 
what we need to buy, whether it is in 
services, either on Social Security or 
Medicare or anything else, or on oper-
ating expenses, on an annual basis. 

This is an example, Mr. Speaker, of 
how we can restore the faith of the 
American people in their government— 

avoid a shutdown, act responsibly, 
reach agreements, create consensus— 
by showing them we can be responsible 
stewards of the economy, that we can 
advance our democratic values and pri-
orities through bipartisan means, and 
that we can demonstrate that govern-
ment can work for the people it serves. 

I hope we can all come together 
today, Mr. Speaker, and approve it, 
sending a strong sign of support to en-
courage the Senate to do the same, and 
to do so quickly. 

I urge the President, as he said today 
in a communication to his Repub-
licans, he said House Republicans 
should support the 2-year budget agree-
ment, which greatly helps our military 
and our vets. I am totally with him. 

I am pleased that the President sup-
ports this agreement. I am pleased that 
we reached this agreement. I would 
hope that we could all vote for this 
agreement, not because as, so many 
have said, it is perfect, but because it 
is the result of honest negotiations and 
discussions between rational people 
who know that we have a job to do for 
America, and we are prepared to do it. 

I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 
Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
A constant theme on our side has 

been that of national security, a reason 
why we should support the agreement 
that has been hammered out between 
the administration and the four cor-
ners of leadership in the House and the 
Senate, and I stand by that. 

We have had speakers from the House 
Armed Services Committee, the House 
Appropriations Committee, Defense 
Subcommittee and so on, and it is an 
important reason because of how much 
money it commands of Federal tax-
payer money to actually protect, se-
cure, and defend the United States of 
America. 

But, Mr. Speaker, one of the discus-
sions, one of the debates we are not 
having is about the true drivers of the 
deficit and the debt, and that is a con-
versation that I would like to intro-
duce in these proceedings today. I 
brought a chart with me. 

As I was preparing my remarks 
today, I got to thinking: What were the 
numbers back in 2010 when I first 
sought office in the House of Rep-
resentatives versus what we are talk-
ing about today? 

So we have a snapshot in time of 2010 
and a snapshot in time of what we are 
debating today. Mr. Speaker, I direct 
your attention to this chart because, in 
2010, discretionary spending, which is 
the spending that most of us kind of re-
late to the Federal Government, every-
thing from keeping the lights on at 
this Capitol to paying for the men and 
women who are downrange defending 
our freedoms, was a little over $1.2 tril-
lion in 2010. 

b 1445 

The number that we are debating 
today and that others have been crit-
ical of is just under $1.4 trillion. It is 
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$1.37 trillion. It represents an increase 
of $114 billion in 10 years. Most people 
would probably say that, given 10 
years—we had a couple of years there 
where we had trouble with our econ-
omy—a percentage increase like that 
might be within reason. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to direct 
your attention to the mandatory side 
of the spending. It has come up a cou-
ple of times in our discussion today, 
the true driver of the deficit and the 
debt. 

When I came to Congress in 2011, the 
2016 number was $2.1 trillion. Today, 
not part of this discussion, mandatory 
spending is just under $3.3 trillion. Mr. 
Speaker, that is an increase of almost 
$1.2 trillion in 10 years. We are not hav-
ing that discussion today. 

I am reminded of the old Bronx-born 
bank robber, Willie Sutton, Mr. Speak-
er, who when captured, legend has it, 
was asked, ‘‘Why do you rob banks?’’ 
He said, ‘‘Because that’s where the 
money is.’’ 

If we are going to have a meaningful 
discussion, a constructive discussion 
about how we put the balance sheet of 
the U.S. Government back in order, we 
cannot have an intellectually honest 
conversation if we are ignoring the bot-
tom line here. In 10 years, mandatory 
spending has grown 10 times the rate of 
discretionary spending, yet we are not 
talking about that today. 

Mr. Speaker, I am hoping that when 
this is all finished, and we pass this bill 
and put our country on a pretty solid 
budgetary framework for the next cou-
ple of years, that maybe we can sit 
down to talk about the true drivers of 
the deficit and the debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
1 minute to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. PELOSI), the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I thank 
him for his great work as the chair of 
the Budget Committee. He knows bet-
ter than all of us that our Federal 
budget should be a statement of our 
national values and that what is im-
portant to us as a Nation should be re-
flected in that budget. I thank Mr. 
YARMUTH for his leadership and thank 
his staff for bringing this legislation to 
the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I also thank Chair-
woman NITA LOWEY, the chair of the 
Appropriations Committee, and her 
staff for the important work that they 
did to help us get to the place we are 
today. That place is bipartisan legisla-
tion which reflects an agreement that 
is bold, bipartisan, and a victory for 
the American people. 

I think we all agree, including the 
ranking member, that we all want to 
reduce the deficit, so let us work in a 
bipartisan way. The national debt, let’s 
work in a bipartisan way to do that. 

While we are at it, we may want to 
eliminate the vote on lifting the debt 
ceiling each year as well because the 

full faith and credit of the United 
States of America should never, ever be 
in question. 

This agreement was reached, and it 
will meet the needs of the people whom 
we are honored to represent, investing 
in middle-class priorities that advance 
the health, financial security, and well- 
being of the American people, and en-
hancing our national security. 

Democrats have achieved priorities 
that we set out from the start. Obvi-
ously, we have shared priorities. 

We are permanently ending the 
threat of sequestration. That is a very 
important measure. The administra-
tion has joined us to end the dev-
astating sequestration cuts that 
threaten our investments to keep 
America number one in the global 
economy and, again, ensure our na-
tional security. 

We are also limiting offsets to half of 
what was originally proposed to those 
that were accepted in an earlier bipar-
tisan agreement. 

We are taking action to avoid an-
other government shutdown, which is 
so harmful to meeting the needs of the 
American people and honoring the 
work of our important men and women 
in our Federal workforce, and also the 
collateral damage that a shutdown 
does to our economy. 

We are securing robust funding for 
crucial domestic priorities, as I said. 
We have always insisted on parity in 
increases between defense and non-
defense. We are pleased that our in-
crease in the nondefense budget actu-
ally exceeds the parity number on de-
fense by $10 billion over the next 2 
years. 

We are pleased to be able to say that 
we have secured an increase of more 
than $100 billion in the budget cap for 
domestic priorities since the President 
took office. 

Finally, we are safeguarding the full 
faith and credit of the United States of 
America by achieving a lifting of the 
debt limit until July 31, 2021. Perhaps 
between now and then, we can work in 
a bipartisan way to address removing 
all doubt about whether the debt limit 
will be increased. 

It is important to note that this is 
not about future spending. This is 
about paying for what we have invested 
in already. 

It was essential that we reach agree-
ment before the upcoming August dis-
trict work period because we were in-
formed by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury that we might exhaust the full 
faith and credit during the district 
work period in August. 

We are pleased to have done so with 
an agreement that meets the needs of 
America’s families and our national se-
curity and achieves so many of our pri-
orities. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a strong vote for 
this bill. As I said, we can avoid the 
damage of sequestration and continue 
to advance progress for the American 
people. I urge a ‘‘yes’’ vote. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I might consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to read from a 
book that we are all very familiar 
with, the Constitution of the United 
States, for just a moment. One of my 
concerns about what we are doing 
today, though I support the outcome, 
is written in Section 8 of Article I of 
the Constitution: ‘‘The Congress shall 
have power to lay and collect taxes, du-
ties, imposts and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common de-
fense and general welfare of the United 
States; but all duties, imposts and ex-
cises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, it lays it out 
pretty simply that the Congress of the 
United States has the power of the 
purse. 

While I support what we are doing 
today because I recognize the impor-
tance of getting chaos and uncertainty 
off the table for the reasons already 
stated in this debate, I am disappointed 
that the agreement was hammered out 
by basically four people, four plus one, 
the administration and four Members 
of the Congress referenced in Article I, 
Section 8. 

That is our job. The only meaningful 
debate that has happened over discre-
tionary spending in this country hap-
pened only in this Chamber during the 
debates on appropriations that Mr. 
HOYER referred to earlier. We have had 
those discussions. 

I don’t agree with everything in 
those appropriations bills. I never 
have. But at least we have had that de-
bate on the floor of the House. They 
have not had that debate on the floor 
of the Senate. 

Here we are today, relying on an 
agreement hammered out by leaders of 
both parties in both Chambers with a 
representative from the administra-
tion. To me, Mr. Speaker, that flies in 
the face of what Article I, Section 8 
says it should be like. 

Again, I hope and pray that, over 
time, once we put this issue behind us, 
realizing that mandatory spending is 
growing at 10 times the rate of discre-
tionary spending, the very fight that 
we are having today on this floor, 
maybe we can get back to regular 
order, do some legitimate budget proc-
ess reform so Members like JOHN YAR-
MUTH and myself can work together 
jointly to produce budgets, engage in 
debates on the floor of the people’s 
House, and arrive at outcomes that 
probably we are all going to agree has 
stuff in it we like and stuff in it we 
don’t like. 

That is the way the Framers in-
tended this Chamber to be. I am hope-
ful that we will get there eventually. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
2 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE), a distin-
guished member of the Budget Com-
mittee. 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 
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Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman from Arkansas 
(Mr. WOMACK) for his hand of concilia-
tion, his reconciliation, and to ac-
knowledge the work that he and the 
chairman of the Budget Committee 
have done and the tone in which the 
Budget Committee has conducted itself 
in 2019. 

Let me, as the gentleman referred to 
Article I, Section 8, take note of the 
fact that it is a recognition of the 
power to lay and collect taxes and du-
ties, to borrow money and regulate 
commerce, but in particular, I believe 
that there is an underlying responsi-
bility that when we do lay taxes on the 
American people, or we cut taxes and 
give 1 percent of the population an 
enormous gift of paying no taxes, that 
we then have a responsibility to try to 
respond to the Americans who work 
every day and pay taxes and are won-
dering, ‘‘What is our government 
doing?’’ This budget is answering the 
question. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to join the 
gentleman and repeal the Trump tax 
cuts, as it burdens working Americans, 
as it denies nonprofits the ability to 
have deductions when gifts are given to 
them, but we are where we are today. 

This bipartisan budget resolution, 
which I am grateful to have a combina-
tion of leadership and others, elimi-
nates the risk of another costly and 
devastating government shutdown. 
There were government workers on 
food stamps who could not get to work. 

It lifts the sequestration caps im-
posed under the Budget Control Act of 
2011 to provide for increased invest-
ments in nondefense discretionary pro-
grams needed to keep America com-
petitive. 

I was in the midst of those discus-
sions, as many of us were. They were 
devastating. They were cutting the 
needs of Americans. 

We avoid default on the national 
debt. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
am grateful to the gentleman for yield-
ing. 

I want to bring to the attention of 
the American people what we will be 
able to do: public health and disease 
control, highways, waterway mainte-
nance, hazardous waste. 

I came from a community where Hur-
ricane Harvey dumped 51 trillion gal-
lons of water. We need infrastructure. 

The Army Corps of Engineers, Fed-
eral courts, FBI, childcare, disaster as-
sistance, economic development, all of 
that will now come about. 

At the same time, we will ensure 
that the United States military will be 
strong. 

We will not be competing against 
each other. By the time we get 
through, we are avoiding an 11 percent 
cut to defense and a 9 percent cut to 

nondefense discretionary. We are mak-
ing people whole. 

As it relates to what the Budget 
Committee has done, we have had hear-
ings on healthcare, climate change, 
education, Medicare, Social Security. 
We have been doing work in the Budget 
Committee on issues that are impor-
tant, but we are seeking parity. 

We are helping with domestic prior-
ities. We are saying to the American 
people that we are not just taking your 
money and giving it to the top 1 per-
cent of Americans. We are now bal-
ancing the budget, or working on the 
budget, paying down on the debt, and 
ensuring that we do not default on 
America’s debt. 

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to be 
able to support this bill to help Amer-
ica. 

Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Budget 
Committee, I rise in strong support of H.R. 
3877, the Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019.’’ 

I support this agreement because it: 
1. eliminates the risk of another costly and 

devastating government shutdown; 
2. lifts the sequestration caps imposed 

under the Budget Control Act of 2011 to pro-
vide for increased investments in non-defense 
discretionary (NDD) programs needed to keep 
America strong and competitive; and 

3. avoids default on the national debt and 
preserves America’s standing as the world’s 
most creditworthy nation. 

I thank my Chairman YARMUTH of the Budg-
et Committee and Chairman NEAL of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and the bipartisan and 
bicameral leadership of the Congress for their 
work in reaching this agreement and shep-
herding this legislation to the floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support lifting the 
caps imposed by the Budget Control Act of 
2011 and ending the awful policy of seques-
tration. 

That is why I strongly supported the H.R. 
2021, the ‘‘Investing For The People Act,’’ 
when it was marked up by the Budget Com-
mittee earlier this year. 

Mr. Speaker, without Congressional action, 
statutory caps on discretionary funding will 
force an 11 percent cut to defense and a 9 
percent cut, about $55 billion, to nondefense 
discretionary (NDD) programs for 2020 relative 
to the amounts provided for 2019. 

The Balanced Budget Agreement of 2019 
replaces these destructive cuts with a realistic 
budgetary framework so that Congress, 
through its annual appropriations bills, can 
make critical investments in our nation’s infra-
structure and people. 

As we learned and documented in several 
Budget Committee hearings convened by 
Chairman YARMUTH, such deep cuts would 
have a devastating effect on U.S. national se-
curity and economic vitality. 

Failure to lift the budget caps and leaves 
agencies that respond to public health threats 
and emergencies vulnerable to harmful cuts. 

The National Institutes of Health and the 
Centers for Disease Control, along with the 
State Department and U.S. Agency for Inter-
national Development, play unique roles in 
preparing for and responding to threats do-
mestically and abroad. 

At a time when there are numerous chal-
lenges—from outbreaks of Ebola and Zika, to 
the Flint water crisis, to chronic diseases like 

Alzheimer’s and cancer, to the opioid epi-
demic—it is clear we cannot neglect these in-
vestments. 

Climate change threatens crop yields, infra-
structure, water and energy supplies, and 
human health. 

Climate change poses risks to federal prop-
erty and resources, increases potential outlays 
from flood and crop insurance, and creates 
looming disaster assistance needs. 

Under sequestration, agencies dealing with 
this threat would be dramatically underfunded 
and deprived of the resources needed to re-
spond to this national and global challenge. 

According to military experts, diplomacy and 
foreign aid are critical components of our na-
tional security. 

Both Trump’s own former Secretary of De-
fense, James Mattis, and former Secretary of 
Defense Robert Gates have stressed the im-
portance of diplomacy and foreign aid: 

‘‘If you don’t fully fund the State Depart-
ment, then I need to buy more ammuni-
tion.’’—then Commander of U.S. Central 
Command, General James Mattis, 2013 

‘‘. . . based on my experience serving seven 
presidents, as a former director of C.I.A. and 
now as secretary of defense, I am here to 
make the case for strengthening our capac-
ity to use ‘soft power’ and for better inte-
grating it with ‘hard power.’ ’’—Secretary of 
Defense Robert Gates, 2007 

Inadequate nondefense funding levels lead 
to State and Foreign Operations appropria-
tions bills that: 

1. slash embassy security funding by more 
than 21 percent; and 

2. decrease assistance to multilateral orga-
nizations, including our UN contributions, sig-
naling to the rest of the world that the U.S. no 
longer keeps its word. 

Mr. Speaker, the sequestration regime cre-
ated by the Budget Control Act of 2011 is an 
untenable state of affairs and must be cor-
rected. 

The Bipartisan Budget Act of 2019 is an im-
portant step in the right direction and rep-
resents a vast improvement over the harmful 
cuts contained in the President’s 2020 budget, 
restores certainty to our budgeting and 
achieves the important priorities of the Amer-
ican people, including: 

1. Permanently ends the threat of the se-
quester and preventing devastating funding 
cuts of 14 percent to defense spending and 13 
percent to non-defense spending, and re-
places years of reckless austerity budgeting 
with responsible budgeting; 

2. Achieving parity between defense and 
non-defense discretionary spending; in fact, 
the increase in the non-defense budget au-
thority that exceeds the defense number by 
$10 billion. 

3. Securing robust funding for critical do-
mestic priorities, including an additional $2.5 
billion for a fair, accurate and timely Census; 
robust funding for veterans, Child Care Devel-
opment Block Grants, and a strong increase in 
the National Institutes of Health budget to ac-
celerate life-saving cancer and health re-
search. 

Mr. Speaker, for nearly 75 years, since the 
end of World War II, the world has been im-
pressed by examples of American power. 

But what has inspired people the world over 
is the power of America’s example. 

To defend America and keep her great and 
strong, we need to pass the Bipartisan Budget 
Act of 2019, which ends sequestration and lifts 
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the budget caps and enable the Congress to 
invest in America and her people and restore 
their faith in their government. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCCARTHY), the distin-
guished Republican leader of the 
United States House of Representa-
tives; my friend and colleague from Ba-
kersfield, California; and a man that I 
know has a great desire to see regular 
order played out on the floor of this 
House and an opportunity to go back to 
the budget process and appropriations 
process that we once knew in this great 
Chamber. 

b 1500 

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the Republican leader of the 
Budget Committee for yielding. I also 
thank him for his work and his desire 
to see a budget in this Congress. 

I wish we had a budget in this Con-
gress; then we would probably be in a 
little stronger position. But we work in 
a government that is designed to have 
compromise, a divided government. 

What we are talking about today is a 
compromise. It is not perfect by any 
means, but it secures important policy 
victories that no conservative can, or 
should, dismiss. 

Consider these priorities in the final 
deal: 

The Hyde amendment, perhaps the 
most important Federal protection for 
Americans’ rights of conscience, can-
not be attacked by Democrats’ poison 
pills for 2 years. That means taxpayer 
money will not be used to fund abor-
tions for the foreseeable future. 

Likewise, the Trump administra-
tion’s Protect Life rule, it will be 
unimpeded by legislative antics. This 
vital rule stops organizations like 
Planned Parenthood from using title X 
money as their personal piggy bank. 

And here we build on what we started 
in the last Congress, rebuilding our 
military from the devastating cuts dur-
ing sequestration. We watch a world 
that is more dangerous. 

I just read an article this week that, 
in the last 28 months, China has visited 
more ports than in the last 28 years. I 
read another article where China and 
Russia military planes entered South 
Korean air, which they have never done 
before, where shots actually had to be 
fired. You turn the news on, and you 
look at the Persian Gulf and where 
Iran is going today. 

To keep our men and women safe, 
you have got to make sure you have an 
investment, and that is exactly what 
we do. We build on the victory that we 
had before as we move forward. 

We also make investments into the 
future. I am one who believes, and I 
know our Republican leader of the 
Budget Committee believes, too, that 
the greatest threat to America is the 
debt. That is why our budget is so im-
portant. 

I understand the majority party can 
choose whether they want to do a 
budget or not. We chose to do budgets 

when we were in the majority. I guess 
the decision is not this year, so we are 
ending up here in a compromise. 

Now, I had wished in this com-
promise—but we are sitting in the mi-
nority, so, apparently, my vote does 
not count as much—we would want to 
offset any of this spending, find the 
savings in the waste, fraud, and abuse. 
It is not tough to find savings, so we of-
fered more than $500 billion in offsets. 

Let that number sink in for one mo-
ment: $500 billion. 

Now, these were not draconian off-
sets that would have hurt the Amer-
ican public. I will give you one for an 
example. 

We could have reduced fraud and re-
fundable tax credits simply by requir-
ing a Social Security number on the 
application. That would save $38 billion 
itself. That is all we requested. 

Now, just two spending cut ideas 
alone would double the amount of sav-
ings that we need. But, unfortunately, 
in a divided government, and the other 
side is in the majority, they decided 
not. Their refusal to discuss any long- 
term reforms to the programs that are 
actually driving the debt causes prob-
lems. 

Now, as the gentleman knows, who is 
the leading Republican of the Budget 
Committee, when the Republicans took 
the majority in 2011 and we had to hand 
the gavel back—discretionary spending 
is what this body actually has the most 
control over, those 12 appropriations 
bills. When I had to hand the gavel 
back to the current Speaker, NANCY 
PELOSI, we were actually spending less 
than when she handed the gavel, in 
2011, to John Boehner. That is a record 
I am proud of. 

But the real driver of our debt is 
something that, in our majority, we 
tried to do something about. We passed 
it, but, unfortunately, it failed in the 
Senate. We still have that same desire. 

When we were in the majority, we 
passed a budget that actually balanced. 
I know the first part was passing a 
budget. The law is actually to balance 
what we put forth. We said to the 
American public we were serious about 
this. 

When I look today, this gives us sta-
bility for the next 2 years. This helps 
build the military, and it gives the pro-
tections for those that the Republicans 
would care most about that are sitting 
in law today. 

So, no, it is not the bill I would write 
by myself—it is a compromise as we 
move forward—but it actually allows 
this process to work. 

For too long, the American public 
has watched a continuing resolution, 
after a shutdown, after a continuing 
resolution. One of the biggest goals 
that we had being in the majority was 
actually to get the appropriations 
process working again, and we did. We 
are proud of the fact of moving that 
forward. 

If I were to look at the appropria-
tions process on the Democratic side, 
what they started to write without 

having a budget first and without hav-
ing an agreement first, I knew those 
bills would never become law. It was a 
lot of time wasted. But if I looked at 
those bills, what passed on the floor, 
and look at what is in this compromise 
deal, it is spending less money. 

So did we succeed on turning it back 
some? Yes, we did, but not enough. 

Today is a movement forward, but we 
have much more work to do, and given 
the opportunity, if our friend, who is 
the lead Republican of the Budget 
Committee, became the chair, I know 
we would have a budget; I know we 
would have an appropriations process; 
and I know that budget would be bal-
anced. But until that day comes, we 
will continue to watch to make sure we 
spend less, we build our military, and 
we make tomorrow better than today. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, may I 
inquire as to how much time I have re-
maining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arkansas has 31⁄2 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not the most ideal 
situation to be in. As I reflect back on 
the many days I spent in my district— 
and I am about to go back there for the 
August recess, and I am going to cir-
culate around my district and have 
some townhall meetings and engage in 
conversation. I know this subject is 
going to come up. 

I already know that most people are 
going to say: Look, you guys have a 
spending problem up there in Wash-
ington. I hear that a lot, and I would 
agree with that. Very few people say 
that we have a revenue problem, but 
we do have a spending problem. 

Mr. Speaker, you can bet your bot-
tom dollar that I am going to be car-
rying this chart with me that I brought 
up earlier that shows the big difference 
between the mandatory side of Federal 
spending and what we are discussing 
here today about a $1.37 trillion discre-
tionary budget. 

For all of the reasons that have been 
mentioned today by my colleagues, 
namely, national security, the ability 
to give our Pentagon certainty over 
the next 2 years as we continue to re-
build the readiness of the men and 
women who, on a voluntary basis, 
might I add, put their hand up and say, 
‘‘I will go anywhere, anytime, to de-
fend the principles of freedom’’—they 
make that pledge willingly. They are 
not conscripted into the service. They 
make it on a voluntary basis. 

The least that we should be able to 
do is to make sure that the resources 
are there that properly man the force, 
train the force, and equip the force so 
that we never, ever face a fight that is 
fair. We should always have the advan-
tage. 

So, for these reasons, Mr. Speaker, 
and with kind of a measure of hope 
that going through this process, as we 
have today, maybe it will inspire both 
sides of the aisle here and at the other 
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end of this building to work together 
to improve our processes so that it is 
the House and the Senate, collectively, 
doing the work that is prescribed as 
our fundamental duty in Article I, Sec-
tion 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, Mr. Speaker, I encourage a ‘‘yes’’ 
vote on this bill. 

Let’s put this issue behind us. Let’s 
move on to the more important things 
of our country, to include deficits and 
debt and the drivers that actually are 
making the situation much worse. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I think anyone watch-
ing this debate today, and certainly 
those of us who are here in the House, 
would say this is a very unusual mo-
ment. 

We have a lot of debates in this body 
in which there is a great deal of una-
nimity and agreement, and usually 
that is over naming a post office or 
doing something that is totally non-
controversial. But today is very dif-
ferent, because today we have truly, I 
think, respected the highest legacies of 
this body, that this body is supposed to 
be a Chamber where you bring very di-
verse opinions and perspectives to try 
and find common solutions to this 
country’s needs. 

I think the compromise that we are 
hopefully going to approve today will 
serve as a model for what is possible in 
this body and in this Congress, because 
it truly is, in my 13 years, I think, a 
watershed moment. We are in a very, 
very divisive, polarized environment. 
We have come together to move this 
country forward. 

I want to thank and commend the 
ranking member and my friend, Mr. 
WOMACK. I can’t imagine having a bet-
ter relationship than I have with the 
ranking member, and I hope that he 
feels that, when he was chairman and I 
was ranking member, it was exactly 
the same way. Mr. WOMACK is a total 
class act and a distinguished Member, 
and it is an honor to work with him. 

Mr. WOMACK. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. YARMUTH. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. WOMACK. Mr. Speaker, let me 
say, for the record, that the feeling is 
mutual. I admire and appreciate the 
great relationship that Mr. YARMUTH 
and I have. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for those comments. 

Mr. Speaker, I also compliment and 
thank the Budget Committee staff, 
both majority and minority, for the 
work done on this very important piece 
of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, our country is facing an 
infrastructure deficit; we face a skills 
and education deficit; and we face a 
growing income inequality crisis. A 
failure by Congress to make the nec-
essary investments to promote growth 
and opportunity will leave our commu-
nities and country vulnerable. 

Instead of the extreme cuts outlined 
in the President’s 2020 budget proposal, 
we need to be making bold investments 
in research and development, edu-
cating and training a strong workforce, 
improving public health, caring for our 
veterans, ensuring an accurate 2020 
Census, and protecting our homeland. 

The United States did not become an 
economic powerhouse and world leader 
by accident. Throughout our history, 
we made strong investments in our 
people, our economy, and our security 
that have allowed us to innovate and 
grow, while promoting broad-based eco-
nomic opportunity. 

This agreement will build on that 
legacy by raising the caps and lifting 
the debt ceiling, allowing Congress to 
move our Nation forward without leav-
ing our communities behind. 

I look forward to passing this bill in 
the House, and I encourage both the 
Senate and the White House to join us 
in ensuring that we meet our obliga-
tions to our Nation and to the Amer-
ican people. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 519, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. YARMUTH. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1515 

VENEZUELA TPS ACT OF 2019 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 519, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 549) to designate Ven-
ezuela under section 244 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act to permit 
nationals of Venezuela to be eligible 
for temporary protected status under 
such section, and for other purposes, 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 519, in lieu of 
the amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute recommended by the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute con-
sisting of the text of Rules Committee 
Print 116–28 is adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 549 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Venezuela TPS 
Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. DESIGNATION FOR PURPOSES OF GRANT-

ING TEMPORARY PROTECTED STA-
TUS. 

(a) DESIGNATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of section 244 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1254a), Venezuela shall be treated as if it 
had been designated under subsection (b)(1)(C) 
of that section, subject to the provisions of this 
section. 

(2) PERIOD OF DESIGNATION.—The initial pe-
riod of the designation referred to in paragraph 
(1) shall be for the 18-month period beginning 
on the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) ALIENS ELIGIBLE.—As a result of the des-
ignation made under subsection (a), an alien 
who is a national of Venezuela is deemed to sat-
isfy the requirements under paragraph (1) of 
section 244(c) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1254a(c)), subject to para-
graph (3) of such section, if the alien— 

(1) has been continuously physically present 
in the United States since the date of the enact-
ment of this Act; 

(2) is admissible as an immigrant, except as 
otherwise provided in paragraph (2)(A) of such 
section, and is not ineligible for temporary pro-
tected status under paragraph (2)(B) of such 
section; and 

(3) registers for temporary protected status in 
a manner established by the Secretary of Home-
land Security. 

(c) CONSENT TO TRAVEL ABROAD.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Homeland 

Security shall give prior consent to travel 
abroad, in accordance with section 244(f)(3) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1254a(f)(3)), to an alien who is granted tem-
porary protected status pursuant to the designa-
tion made under subsection (a) if the alien es-
tablishes to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
Homeland Security that emergency and extenu-
ating circumstances beyond the control of the 
alien require the alien to depart for a brief, tem-
porary trip abroad. 

(2) TREATMENT UPON RETURN.—An alien re-
turning to the United States in accordance with 
an authorization described in paragraph (1) 
shall be treated as any other returning alien 
provided temporary protected status under sec-
tion 244 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(8 U.S.C. 1254a). 

(d) FEE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In addition to any other fee 

authorized by law, the Secretary of Homeland 
Security is authorized to charge and collect a 
fee of $360 for each application for temporary 
protected status under section 244 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act by a person who is 
only eligible for such status by reason of sub-
section (a). 

(2) WAIVER.—The Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity shall permit aliens to apply for a waiver 
of any fees associated with filing an application 
referred to in paragraph (1). 
SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the pur-

pose of complying with the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010, shall be determined by ref-
erence to the latest statement titled ‘‘Budgetary 
Effects of PAYGO Legislation’’ for this Act, sub-
mitted for printing in the Congressional Record 
by the Chairman of the House Budget Com-
mittee, provided that such statement has been 
submitted prior to the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, 
as amended, shall be debatable for 30 
minutes equally divided and controlled 
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by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

The gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. LOFGREN) and the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) each will control 
15 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from California. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and insert extra-
neous materials on H.R. 549. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this should not be a 

partisan issue. Democrats and Repub-
licans in both Houses of Congress sup-
port temporary protected status for 
Venezuelans. And, yet, when the Ven-
ezuelan TPS Act of 2019 was brought up 
on a suspension vote on Tuesday, it did 
not pass because most Republicans 
voted against it. 

President Trump has repeatedly ex-
pressed alarm about the situation in 
Venezuela and support for the people, 
but he refuses to exercise his authority 
to designate Venezuela for TPS. 

Today, we vote again on this to pro-
tect Venezuelans who are already in 
the United States, and I do hope my 
Republican colleagues will vote in sup-
port of it. 

TPS is designed to provide a safe 
haven to people who are in the United 
States and unable to return to their 
home country. Venezuela, once one of 
Latin America’s most prosperous coun-
tries, but currently bankrupt, is in the 
throes of a political crisis, and it is de-
serving of TPS designation. 

Four million Venezuelans are outside 
their home country due to violence, 
hunger, and fear. Seven million people 
inside the country need humanitarian 
assistance to stay alive, and one in five 
Venezuelans have no access to clean 
water. This is exactly the type of hu-
manitarian crisis that TPS was de-
signed to address. 

For this reason alone, we should 
stand in support of Venezuela TPS. 
Just 2 weeks ago, Acting Commissioner 
of U.S. Citizenship and Immigration 
Services, Ken Cuccinelli, informed Sen-
ator DICK DURBIN by letter that the ad-
ministration was ‘‘continuing to mon-
itor the situation’’ instead of desig-
nating Venezuela for TPS. 

Even more surprising, the United 
States is still deporting Venezuelans, 
and in late 2018, DHS deported more 
Venezuelans than were resettled over 
the previous 5 years. 

In other words, the Trump adminis-
tration’s Venezuela policy is incoher-
ent at best, but as Members of Con-
gress, we can act consistently with our 
concerns for the people of Venezuela by 
supporting this bill. 

This bill provides us with the mecha-
nism to offer temporary refuge to Ven-

ezuelans who are already in the U.S. 
Designating Venezuela for TPS will not 
only ensure the safety and security of 
thousands of Venezuelans, it will also 
demonstrate our bipartisan support of 
a legitimate, Democratic transition in 
Venezuela. 

I commend my colleagues, DEBBIE 
MUCARSEL-POWELL and DARREN SOTO, 
for their work and their commitment 
to the Venezuelan people, and I urge all 
of my colleagues to support the Ven-
ezuela TPS Act of 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. SOTO), the sponsor of the bill. 

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
chairwoman from California for her 
time and her leadership on this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that Congress 
understands at this point that Ven-
ezuela is in crisis; that its people are in 
crisis under the evil fist of a tyrannical 
dictator who has stayed in power 
through fraudulent elections. 

That is why the United States recog-
nized Juan Guaido as interim President 
in a bipartisan fashion, from President 
Trump and leaders in the Senate, to 
leaders in the House, including our 
Speaker, NANCY PELOSI. 

And that is why we have come to-
gether in a bipartisan fashion to file 
and pursue the passage of the Ven-
ezuela TPS Act. It was cointroduced 
with bipartisanship in its heart with 
Congressman DIAZ-BALART, who has 
joined me here today to try to get the 
job done and to get everybody to-
gether. 

We have been joined by such amazing 
leaders like Congresswoman SHALALA— 
who we will hear from in a second— 
who helped on the Rules Committee; or 
with the help of Congresswoman 
DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, who 
helped to work with leadership; and 
DEBBIE MUCARSEL-POWELL, a Congress-
woman who helped us guide it through 
the Judiciary Committee, along with 
Congresswoman LOFGREN as well. 

The administration has said positive 
statements about this. Just this past 
week, Secretary Pompeo said that this 
could happen. And we had Vice Presi-
dent PENCE in Florida saying that we 
need to act to help the Venezuelan peo-
ple. 

So I think we are going to have a sec-
ond chance. We are going to have a 
chance tonight to vote on this again 
where we won’t need a two-thirds vote, 
but it would say a lot about saying 
that the Socialist regime that Maduro 
has in Venezuela needs to go, and that 
we, as a Congress, stand together as 
Democrats and Republicans to con-
demn that; and to allow people who are 
here, over 170,000 in Florida, and over 1 
million throughout the United States, 
to have a second chance. 

Mr. Speaker, I really hope the House 
can come together and show our very 
best tonight with the vote. 

According to USCIS, Venezuelans 
have become the largest group of asy-
lum seekers applying for refuge in the 
U.S. Venezuelans made up one-third of 
all asylum claims, ahead of people 
from Central America, China, and all 
other countries. That is really signifi-
cant considering the humanitarian cri-
sis that all parties have recognized is 
at the border right now. 

Only Venezuelans already in the 
United States who pose no risk to the 
safety or security of our country are 
eligible for TPS. The program already 
contains the most stringent criminal 
and public safety bars in all of immi-
gration law, so we make sure that 
there are only those who are worthy. 

Lastly, temporary protective status 
is the current law of the land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield such time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. DIAZ-BALART). 

Mr. DIAZ-BALART. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to thank the ranking member for 
allowing me this time. 

I want to start by commending—and 
I have done this before—by com-
mending the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. SOTO), for his relentless leadership 
on this issue. 

He has a tradition of working in a bi-
partisan way. He has a tradition of 
working on things that are important 
to the people of Florida. This is not 
only important to the people of Flor-
ida, but when you talk about Ven-
ezuela, as the gentleman knows, this is 
important for the national security in-
terests of the United States. 

Now, the gentleman mentioned about 
the reality in Venezuela today. The re-
ality of what we have seen because of 
this Socialist regime in Venezuela is 
what used to be one of the wealthiest 
countries in Latin America has now be-
come a place where Venezuelans don’t 
have access to, frankly, food and medi-
cine. 

Mr. Speaker, the most important 
thing is the repression that they are 
suffering under day in and day out. The 
heroic Venezuelan people are doing ev-
erything they can to recover their free-
dom. 

I am proud of what this administra-
tion, the Trump administration, has 
done in support, in solidarity with the 
Venezuelan people, in support of the 
cause of freedom. 

But while that is going on, a lot of us 
believe that it would be unacceptable 
to return Venezuelans to the situation 
that the gentleman, my colleague from 
Florida (Mr. SOTO), just mentioned, 
and what I just mentioned as well. And 
that is what this legislation is all 
about. 

We all know that the real solution, 
the permanent real solution for Ven-
ezuela is very simple, and it can be 
boiled down to one word: freedom. The 
freedom of the Venezuelan people. And 
we are working, and the administra-
tion has done an amazing job, again, in 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:26 Jul 26, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00030 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K25JY7.051 H25JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H7411 July 25, 2019 
solidarity with the cause of freedom of 
the Venezuelan people. But in the 
meantime, Venezuelans cannot be re-
turned to that dictatorship that we 
have spoken so much about. 

So, again, I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SOTO). I want 
to thank also my south Florida col-
leagues. The gentleman mentioned a 
number of them. I see Congresswoman 
SHALALA is here, and so many others 
who have been working on this. Not 
only working on this, but also helping 
in the cause of freedom for the Ven-
ezuelan people. 

So, again, Mr. Speaker, this is not to 
be confused with issues dealing with 
immigration, with a lot of controver-
sial issues that are out there. This is to 
deal with the specific case of the Ven-
ezuelan people who are struggling 
under this repressive Socialist regime. 
While that is going on, we should not 
turn people back. That is what this bill 
does. So I would urge a favorable vote. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
honored to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Florida (Ms. SHALALA). 

Ms. SHALALA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 549, the Ven-
ezuelan TPS Act of 2019. 

And I thank my distinguished col-
league from south Florida, Congress-
man MARIO DIAZ-BALART, for his com-
ments and for his coaching during my 
first year. 

Venezuela was once the richest coun-
try in Latin America. Now, the econ-
omy, the health sector, the education 
system, and virtually every democratic 
institution is in ruins because of the 
Socialist policies of the evil Maduro re-
gime. 

Venezuela is experiencing the largest 
refugee crisis in the history of the 
Western Hemisphere. There are tens of 
thousands of Venezuelan-born residents 
in south Florida—17,000 in my district 
alone. My constituents cannot safely 
return to a country in chaos. 

This is why TPS was created. As the 
vote on Tuesday demonstrated, this 
Congress is ready to allow Venezuelans 
to apply for TPS. TPS has bipartisan 
support in the House and in the Senate. 
It is time for the Senate to take this 
bill up. 

TPS is a fundamental component in 
our approach to the crisis in Ven-
ezuela, but it will not alone solve the 
crisis. The United States and the inter-
national community must continue to 
put pressure on the regime to facilitate 
a peaceful change in leadership, be-
cause our ultimate goal is to secure a 
stable and peaceful transition of power 
for the Venezuelan people. 

b 1530 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
an additional 30 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SOTO). 

Mr. SOTO. Mr. Speaker, I also want 
to just make a point that the tem-
porary protected status program is the 
current law of the land. The program 

was created for this exact purpose, to 
help people living under dire condi-
tions, like Venezuelans who fear for 
their lives. It allows them to stay in 
the U.S. until the situation changes in 
their home country. 

In this broader debate over immigra-
tion and over TPS, let us not sacrifice 
the Venezuelan people in the process 
but, rather, come together in a bipar-
tisan fashion to show the very best of 
this Chamber in the interest of freedom 
and liberty, not only to Venezuela, but 
across the globe. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask the gentlewoman if she has 
any more speakers. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
one additional speaker on the way. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask how much time is remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from California has 61⁄2 min-
utes remaining. The gentleman from 
Georgia has 121⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 2 minutes just to make a couple 
of additional comments. 

First, Venezuela, which was a per-
fectly happy country, has been trashed 
by their government. They are now ex-
periencing a 10 million percent annual 
increase in inflation, and 85 percent of 
the medicines needed for the major 
causes of morbidity in the country are 
unavailable in the pharmacies. They 
are in terrible shape. 

I had occasion to go to the Colom-
bian-Venezuelan border a short time 
ago, and I would like to tell you what 
I saw. 

I saw, first, the skinniest refugees I 
have ever seen, people who were com-
ing over for the day to get something 
to eat. The Catholic Church had orga-
nized food for people who have no food 
and who came across the river just to 
get a meal with their children. It was a 
tragic situation. To think that we 
would send someone who is tempo-
rarily here back to that catastrophe is 
really unthinkable. 

As Mr. SOTO has mentioned, TPS was 
devised precisely for this type of situa-
tion where we have chaos in the native 
country of someone who is here tempo-
rarily, and it is unconscionable to send 
them back. 

So we do know that the ultimate an-
swer in Venezuela is not TPS. It is for 
the Venezuelan people to gain control 
of their government, to have a func-
tioning democracy, to get rid of the so-
cialist policies that have trashed the 
country. But, meanwhile, we do need to 
have this protection for the Ven-
ezuelans who are here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. Speaker, I would note that, with-
out a word of complaint, the Colom-
bians have accommodated 4 million 
Venezuelans who have left Venezuela 
and gone into Colombia. There has not 

been a big turmoil in Colombia about 
accepting those refugees while this dis-
aster is going on. Surely, the estimated 
300,000 Venezuelans who are in the U.S. 
today would not pose a burden. They 
are able to support themselves, and we 
should not be sending them back to a 
terrible fate. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, may I ask how much time is re-
maining, please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia has 121⁄2 minutes 
remaining. The gentlewoman from 
California has 4 minutes remaining. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
still waiting. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I think the interesting thing here, 
and I will just say this—I am not ready 
to close—but at this point in time, I 
think one of the issues that has been 
said today, it should be noted that DHS 
has actually no mechanism to send 
anyone back to Venezuela right now. 
The channels for getting people back to 
Venezuela are not there, so deportation 
is not happening, especially now, be-
cause we have no mechanism to do 
that. So that is something later on, the 
merits of the bill either way. 

I am not wanting to engage in a col-
loquy. I am just trying to see if the 
gentlewoman has her speaker here. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentlewoman from California. 

Ms. LOFGREN. No, and I think given 
the time and the other bills behind us, 
why doesn’t the gentleman close. I will 
close, and we will go to a vote. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, reclaiming my time, I oppose this 
legislation which designates Venezuela 
for TPS status. 

Under Federal law, the DHS Sec-
retary may designate a country for 
TPS if the country is unable to ade-
quately handle the return of nationals 
or circumstances prevent it, which is 
actually happening right now in many 
ways. 

The TPS designation means nation-
als of a designated country inside the 
U.S. on the date of designation, legally 
or illegally, may apply to stay here and 
receive employment authorization. 
DHS has estimated that there are 
270,000 such Venezuelan nationals cur-
rently in the country, and 123,000 are 
here illegally. 

Generally, TPS is designated for an 
18-month period, and the country may 
be redesignated for 18-month incre-
ments. But if the country no longer 
meets the conditions for TPS designa-
tion, the Secretary must terminate the 
designation. 

Despite the fact Congress intended 
TPS to be a temporary protection, it 
has become permanent and automati-
cally renewed. Contrary to Congress’ 
intent, some countries have been des-
ignated for TPS for decades. 
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The current administration has fol-

lowed the law and terminated TPS for 
certain nations, but, of course, that has 
not been left alone. It has been stymied 
in the court. 

I oppose H.R. 549, but the Venezuelan 
people are in a dire situation, and 
thanks to the socialist policies of Hugo 
Chavez and Nicolas Maduro, I pray for 
regime change in Venezuela. 

If Congress is, nevertheless, inclined 
to statutorily designate Venezuela for 
TPS, then we should not ensure re-
newal is automatic. If we do not do 
that, we can continue the same broken 
TPS designation process. No future ad-
ministration will terminate the des-
ignations, and 25 years from now, Mem-
bers will call for the green cards for 
those who are here on TPS. 

I must also point out the hypocrisy 
of designating a country for temporary 
protected status. The majority re-
cently passed legislation to create a 
green card path for 417,000 aliens in the 
country on a temporary protected sta-
tus, some of which were 20 years for a 
volcano—not exactly something that is 
permanent. 

We also may as well remove the word 
‘‘temporary’’ from TPS statute and 
hand over the green cards right now. 

Mr. Speaker, I oppose H.R. 549, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that ev-
eryone will vote for this bill. 

It is, unfortunately, the case that the 
United States has deported Ven-
ezuelans in late 2018. More Venezuelans 
were deported than were resettled. 

It is important that, while this coun-
try, Venezuela, is really in meltdown, 
we don’t take vulnerable people and 
send them back there. That is what 
TPS is all about. This bill is simple. 

I thank Mr. SOTO, Ms. SHALALA, Ms. 
DEBBIE WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, and Ms. 
MUCARSEL-POWELL for their efforts, 
along with those of many others. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that we support 
this bill, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 519, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of H.R. 549 is postponed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or votes objected 
to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2019 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3352) to provide for certain au-
thorities of the Department of State, 
and for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3352 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Department of State Authorization Act 
of 2019’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 
TITLE I—ORGANIZATION AND OPER-

ATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE 

Sec. 101. Sense of Congress on importance of 
Department of State’s work. 

Sec. 102. Bureau of Democracy, Human 
Rights, and Labor. 

Sec. 103. Assistant Secretary for Inter-
national Narcotics and Law En-
forcement Affairs. 

Sec. 104. Bureau of Consular Affairs; Bureau 
of Population, Refugees, and 
Migration. 

Sec. 105. Office of International Disability 
Rights. 

Sec. 106. Office of Global Women’s Issues. 
Sec. 107. Special appointments. 
Sec. 108. Anti-piracy information sharing. 
Sec. 109. Importance of foreign affairs train-

ing to national security. 
Sec. 110. Classification and assignment of 

Foreign Service officers. 
Sec. 111. Energy diplomacy and security 

within the Department of 
State. 

Sec. 112. Passport fees. 
Sec. 113. United States diplomacy center. 
Sec. 114. Extension of period for reimburse-

ment of fishermen for costs in-
curred from the illegal seizure 
and detention of U.S.-flag fish-
ing vessels by foreign govern-
ments. 

Sec. 115. Art in embassies. 
Sec. 116. Amendment or repeal of reporting 

requirements. 
Sec. 117. Reporting on implementation of 

GAO recommendations. 
Sec. 118. Office of Global Criminal Justice. 

TITLE II—EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION 
Sec. 201. Embassy security, construction, 

and maintenance. 
Sec. 202. Standard design in capital con-

struction. 
Sec. 203. Capital construction transparency. 
Sec. 204. Contractor performance informa-

tion. 
Sec. 205. Growth projections for new embas-

sies and consulates. 
Sec. 206. Long-range planning process. 
Sec. 207. Value engineering and risk assess-

ment. 
Sec. 208. Business volume. 
Sec. 209. Embassy security requests and de-

ficiencies. 
Sec. 210. Overseas security briefings. 
Sec. 211. Contracting methods in capital 

construction. 
Sec. 212. Competition in embassy construc-

tion. 

Sec. 213. Statement of policy. 
Sec. 214. Definitions. 

TITLE III—PERSONNEL ISSUES 
Sec. 301. Defense Base Act insurance waiv-

ers. 
Sec. 302. Study on Foreign Service allow-

ances. 
Sec. 303. Science and technology fellow-

ships. 
Sec. 304. Travel for separated families. 
Sec. 305. Home leave travel for separated 

families. 
Sec. 306. Sense of Congress regarding certain 

fellowship programs. 
Sec. 307. Technical correction. 
Sec. 308. Foreign Service awards. 
Sec. 309. Diplomatic programs. 
Sec. 310. Sense of Congress regarding vet-

erans employment at the De-
partment of State. 

Sec. 311. Employee assignment restrictions 
and preclusions. 

Sec. 312. Recall and reemployment of career 
members. 

Sec. 313. Strategic staffing plan for the De-
partment. 

Sec. 314. Consulting services. 
Sec. 315. Incentives for critical posts. 
Sec. 316. Extension of authority for certain 

accountability review boards. 
Sec. 317. Foreign service suspension without 

pay. 
Sec. 318. Foreign Affairs Manual and For-

eign Affairs Handbook changes. 
Sec. 319. Waiver authority for individual oc-

cupational requirements of cer-
tain positions. 

Sec. 320. Standardizing Department parental 
leave policies. 

Sec. 321. Appointment of employees to the 
Global Engagement Center. 

Sec. 322. Rest and recuperation and overseas 
operations leave for Federal 
employees. 

TITLE IV—A DIVERSE WORKFORCE: RE-
CRUITMENT, RETENTION, AND PRO-
MOTION 

Sec. 401. Definitions. 
Sec. 402. Collection, analysis, and dissemi-

nation of workforce data. 
Sec. 403. Exit interviews for workforce. 
Sec. 404. Recruitment and retention. 
Sec. 405. Leadership engagement and ac-

countability. 
Sec. 406. Professional development opportu-

nities and tools. 
Sec. 407. Examination and oral assessment 

for the Foreign Service. 
Sec. 408. Payne fellowship authorization. 
Sec. 409. Voluntary participation. 

TITLE V—INFORMATION SECURITY 
Sec. 501. Definitions. 
Sec. 502. Information system security. 
Sec. 503. Prohibition on contracting with 

certain telecommunications 
providers. 

Sec. 504. Preserving records of electronic 
communications conducted re-
lated to official duties of posi-
tions in the public trust of the 
American people. 

Sec. 505. Foreign Relations of the United 
States (FRUS) series and de-
classification. 

Sec. 506. Vulnerability Disclosure Policy 
and Bug Bounty Pilot Program. 

TITLE VI—PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 
Sec. 601. Short title. 
Sec. 602. Avoiding duplication of programs 

and efforts. 
Sec. 603. Improving research and evaluation 

of public diplomacy. 
Sec. 604. Permanent reauthorization of the 

United States Advisory Com-
mission on Public Diplomacy. 

Sec. 605. Streamlining of support functions. 
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Sec. 606. Guidance for closure of public di-

plomacy facilities. 
Sec. 607. Definitions. 

TITLE VII—COMBATING PUBLIC 
CORRUPTION 

Sec. 701. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 702. Annual assessment. 
Sec. 703. Transparency and accountability. 
Sec. 704. Designation of embassy anti-cor-

ruption points of contact. 
Sec. 705. Reporting requirements. 
Sec. 706. Foreign investments and national 

security. 
TITLE VIII—MATTERS RELATING TO 

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 
Sec. 801. Short title. 
Sec. 802. Security assistance defined. 

Subtitle A—Reform Relating to Security 
Assistance 

Sec. 811. Organizational reform. 
Sec. 812. Workforce development. 
Sec. 813. Security assistance planning. 
Sec. 814. Interagency coordination of secu-

rity assistance, transfers, and 
security cooperation. 

Sec. 815. Rule of construction. 
Subtitle B—Foreign Military Assistance 

Sec. 821. Strategic allocation of excess de-
fense articles. 

Sec. 822. Modification of purposes for which 
military sales by the United 
States are authorized. 

Sec. 823. Return of defense articles. 
Sec. 824. Requirements relating to exemp-

tions for licensing of defense 
items. 

Sec. 825. Amendment to general provisions. 
Sec. 826. Technical amendments to Arms Ex-

port Control Act. 
Sec. 827. Sense of Congress on licensing 

under United States arms ex-
port control programs. 

Sec. 828. Extension of war reserve stockpile 
authority. 

Sec. 829. Peacekeeping operations and other 
national security programs. 

Sec. 830. Other amendments to military as-
sistance authorities. 

Sec. 831. Repeal of reports. 
Sec. 832. Defense trade controls registration 

fees. 
Sec. 833. Withholding of assistance to units 

of foreign security forces that 
engaged in sexual exploitation 
or abuse in peacekeeping oper-
ations. 

Sec. 834. Modification to limitations on as-
sistance relating to human 
rights. 

Subtitle C—Studies on Authorities and 
Programs 

Sec. 841. Requirement for study by Bureau 
of International Narcotics and 
Law Enforcement Affairs. 

Sec. 842. Requirement for independent study 
of existing security assistance 
authorities. 

TITLE IX—MISCELLANEOUS 
Sec. 901. Case-Zablocki Act reform. 
Sec. 902. Limitation on assistance to coun-

tries in default. 
Sec. 903. Prohibition on assistance to gov-

ernments supporting inter-
national terrorism. 

Sec. 904. Establishing a coordinator for ISIS 
detainee issues. 

Sec. 905. Sean and David Goldman Child Ab-
duction Prevention and Return 
Act of 2014 amendment. 

Sec. 906. Modification of authorities of Com-
mission for the Preservation of 
America’s Heritage Abroad. 

TITLE X—BUDGETARY EFFECTS 
Sec. 1001. Determination of budgetary ef-

fects. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 
In this Act: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—Unless otherwise specified, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate; 

(B) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate; 

(C) the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives; and 

(D) the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—Unless otherwise speci-
fied, the term ‘‘Department’’ means the De-
partment of State. 

(3) SECRETARY.—Unless otherwise specified, 
the term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary 
of State. 
TITLE I—ORGANIZATION AND OPER-
ATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

SEC. 101. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON IMPORTANCE 
OF DEPARTMENT OF STATE’S WORK. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) United States global engagement is key 

to a stable and prosperous world; 
(2) United States leadership is indispen-

sable in light of the many complex and inter-
connected threats facing the United States 
and the world; 

(3) diplomacy and development are critical 
tools of national power, and full deployment 
of these tools is vital to United States na-
tional security; 

(4) challenges such as the global refugee 
and migration crises, terrorism, historic 
famine and food insecurity, and fragile or re-
pressive societies cannot be addressed with-
out sustained and robust United States dip-
lomatic and development leadership; 

(5) the United States Government must use 
all of the instruments of national security 
and foreign policy at its disposal to protect 
United States citizens, promote United 
States interests and values, and support 
global stability and prosperity; 

(6) United States security and prosperity 
depend on having partners and allies that 
share our interests and values, and these 
partnerships are nurtured and our shared in-
terests and values are promoted through 
United States diplomatic engagement, secu-
rity cooperation, economic statecraft, and 
assistance that helps further economic de-
velopment, good governance, including the 
rule of law and democratic institutions, and 
the development of shared responses to nat-
ural and humanitarian disasters; 

(7) as the United States Government agen-
cies primarily charged with conducting di-
plomacy and development, the Department 
and the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID) require sus-
tained and robust funding to carry out this 
important work, which is essential to our 
ability to project United States leadership 
and values and to advance the United States 
interests around the world; 

(8) the work of the Department and USAID 
makes the United States and the world safer 
and more prosperous by alleviating global 
poverty and hunger, fighting HIV/AIDS and 
other infectious diseases, strengthening alli-
ances, expanding educational opportunities 
for women and girls, promoting good govern-
ance and democracy, supporting anti-corrup-
tion efforts, driving economic development 
and trade, preventing armed conflicts and 
humanitarian crises, and creating American 
jobs and export opportunities; 

(9) the Department and USAID are vital 
national security agencies, whose work is 
critical to the projection of United States 
power and leadership worldwide, and without 
which Americans would be less safe, our eco-
nomic power would be diminished, and global 
stability and prosperity would suffer; 

(10) investing in diplomacy and develop-
ment before conflicts break out saves Amer-
ican lives while also being cost-effective; and 

(11) the contributions of personnel working 
at the Department and USAID are extraor-
dinarily valuable and allow the United 
States to maintain its leadership around the 
world. 
SEC. 102. BUREAU OF DEMOCRACY, HUMAN 

RIGHTS, AND LABOR. 

Paragraph (2) of section 1(c) of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 
U.S.C. 2651a) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by adding at the 
end the following new sentence: ‘‘All special 
envoys, ambassadors, and coordinators lo-
cated within the Bureau of Democracy, 
Human Rights, and Labor shall report di-
rectly to the Assistant Secretary.’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘section’’ and inserting 

‘‘sections 116 and’’; and 
(B) by inserting before the period at the 

end the following: ‘‘(commonly referred to as 
the annual ‘Country Reports on Human 
Rights Practices’)’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(C) AUTHORITIES.—In addition to the du-
ties, functions, and responsibilities specified 
in this paragraph, the Assistant Secretary of 
State for Democracy, Human Rights, and 
Labor is authorized to— 

‘‘(i) promote democracy and actively sup-
port human rights throughout the world; 

‘‘(ii) promote the rule of law and good gov-
ernance throughout the world; 

‘‘(iii) strengthen, empower, and protect 
civil society representatives, programs, and 
organizations, and facilitate their ability to 
engage in dialogue with governments and 
other civil society entities; 

‘‘(iv) work with regional bureaus to ensure 
adequate personnel at diplomatic posts are 
assigned responsibilities relating to advanc-
ing democracy, human rights, labor rights, 
women’s equal participation in society, and 
the rule of law, with particular attention 
paid to adequate oversight and engagement 
on such issues by senior officials at such 
posts; 

‘‘(v) review and, as appropriate, make rec-
ommendations to the Secretary of State re-
garding the proposed transfer of— 

‘‘(I) defense articles and defense services 
authorized under the Foreign Assistance Act 
of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) or the Arms Ex-
port Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et seq.); and 

‘‘(II) military items listed on the ‘600 se-
ries’ of the Commerce Control List contained 
in Supplement No. 1 to part 774 of subtitle B 
of title 15, Code of Federal Regulations; 

‘‘(vi) coordinate programs and activities 
that protect and advance the exercise of 
human rights and internet freedom in cyber-
space; and 

‘‘(vii) implement other relevant policies 
and provisions of law. 

‘‘(D) EFFICIENCY.—The Assistant Secretary 
for Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor 
shall take whatever actions may be nec-
essary to minimize the duplication of efforts 
within the Bureau of Democracy, Human 
Rights, and Labor. 

‘‘(E) LOCAL OVERSIGHT.—United States mis-
sions, to the extent practicable, should assist 
in exercising oversight authority and coordi-
nate with the Bureau of Democracy, Human 
Rights, and Labor to ensure that funds are 
appropriately used and comply with anti-cor-
ruption practices.’’. 
SEC. 103. ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR INTER-

NATIONAL NARCOTICS AND LAW EN-
FORCEMENT AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1(c) of the State 
Department Basic Authorities Act of 1956 (22 
U.S.C. 2651a(c)) is amended— 
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(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (4); and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(3) ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR INTER-

NATIONAL NARCOTICS AND LAW ENFORCEMENT 
AFFAIRS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 
be in the Department of State an Assistant 
Secretary for International Narcotics and 
Law Enforcement Affairs, who shall be re-
sponsible to the Secretary of State for all 
matters, programs, and related activities 
pertaining to international narcotics, anti- 
crime, and law enforcement affairs in the 
conduct of foreign policy by the Department, 
including, as appropriate, leading the coordi-
nation of programs carried out by United 
States Government agencies abroad, and 
such other related duties as the Secretary 
may from time to time designate. 

‘‘(B) AREAS OF RESPONSIBILITY.—The As-
sistant Secretary for International Narcotics 
and Law Enforcement Affairs shall maintain 
continuous observation and coordination of 
all matters pertaining to international nar-
cotics, anti-crime, and law enforcement af-
fairs in the conduct of foreign policy, includ-
ing programs carried out by other United 
States Government agencies when such pro-
grams pertain to the following matters: 

‘‘(i) Combating international narcotics 
production and trafficking. 

‘‘(ii) Strengthening foreign justice sys-
tems, including judicial and prosecutorial 
capacity, appeals systems, law enforcement 
agencies, prison systems, and the sharing of 
recovered assets. 

‘‘(iii) Training and equipping foreign po-
lice, border control, other government offi-
cials, and other civilian law enforcement au-
thorities for anti-crime purposes, including 
ensuring that no foreign security unit or 
member of such unit shall receive such as-
sistance from the United States Government 
absent appropriate vetting. 

‘‘(iv) Ensuring the inclusion of human 
rights and women’s participation issues in 
law enforcement programs, in consultation 
with the Assistant Secretary for Democracy, 
Human Rights, and Labor, and other senior 
officials in regional and thematic bureaus 
and offices. 

‘‘(v) Combating, in conjunction with other 
relevant bureaus of the Department, all 
forms of transnational organized crime, in-
cluding illicit trafficking in human beings, 
arms, wildlife, and cultural property, mi-
grant smuggling, corruption, money laun-
dering, the illicit smuggling of bulk cash, 
the licit use of financial systems for malign 
purposes, and other new and emerging forms 
of crime. 

‘‘(vi) Identifying and responding to global 
corruption, including strengthening the ca-
pacity of foreign government institutions re-
sponsible for addressing financial crimes and 
engaging with multilateral organizations re-
sponsible for monitoring and supporting for-
eign governments’ anti-corruption efforts. 

‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL DUTIES.—In addition to 
the responsibilities specified in subparagraph 
(B), the Assistant Secretary for Inter-
national Narcotics and Law Enforcement Af-
fairs shall also— 

‘‘(i) carry out timely and substantive con-
sultation with chiefs of mission and, as ap-
propriate, the heads of other United States 
Government agencies to ensure effective co-
ordination of all international narcotics and 
law enforcement programs carried out over-
seas by the Department and such other agen-
cies; 

‘‘(ii) coordinate with the Office of National 
Drug Control Policy to ensure lessons 
learned from other United States Govern-
ment agencies are available to the Bureau of 

International Narcotics and Law Enforce-
ment Affairs of the Department; 

‘‘(iii) develop standard requirements for 
monitoring and evaluation of Bureau pro-
grams, including metrics for success that do 
not rely solely on the amounts of illegal 
drugs that are produced or seized; 

‘‘(iv) in coordination with the Secretary of 
State, annually certify in writing to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate that United 
States law enforcement personnel posted 
abroad whose activities are funded to any ex-
tent by the Bureau of International Nar-
cotics and Law Enforcement Affairs are com-
plying with section 207 of the Foreign Serv-
ice Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3927); and 

‘‘(v) carry out such other relevant duties 
as the Secretary may assign.’’. 

(b) MODIFICATION OF ANNUAL INTER-
NATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL STRATEGY RE-
PORT.—Subsection (a) of section 489 of the 
Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2291h) is amended by inserting after para-
graph (8) the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(9) A separate section that contains an 
identification of all United States Govern-
ment-supported units funded by the Bureau 
of International Narcotics and Law Enforce-
ment Affairs and any Bureau-funded oper-
ations by such units in which United States 
law enforcement personnel have been phys-
ically present.’’. 
SEC. 104. BUREAU OF CONSULAR AFFAIRS; BU-

REAU OF POPULATION, REFUGEES, 
AND MIGRATION. 

Section 1 of the State Department Basic 
Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651a) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-
section (i); and 

(2) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-
lowing new subsections: 

‘‘(g) BUREAU OF CONSULAR AFFAIRS.—There 
is in the Department of State the Bureau of 
Consular Affairs, which shall be headed by 
the Assistant Secretary of State for Con-
sular Affairs 

‘‘(h) BUREAU OF POPULATION, REFUGEES, 
AND MIGRATION.—There is in the Department 
of State the Bureau of Population, Refugees, 
and Migration, which shall be headed by the 
Assistant Secretary of State for Population, 
Refugees, and Migration.’’. 
SEC. 105. OFFICE OF INTERNATIONAL DISABILITY 

RIGHTS. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There should be es-

tablished in the Department an Office of 
International Disability Rights (referred to 
in this section as the ‘‘Office’’). 

(b) DUTIES.—The Office should— 
(1) seek to ensure that all United States 

foreign operations are accessible to, and in-
clusive of, persons with disabilities; 

(2) promote the human rights and full par-
ticipation in international development ac-
tivities of all persons with disabilities; 

(3) promote disability inclusive practices 
and the training of Department staff on so-
liciting quality programs that are fully in-
clusive of people with disabilities; 

(4) represent the United States in diplo-
matic and multilateral fora on matters rel-
evant to the rights of persons with disabil-
ities, and work to raise the profile of dis-
ability across a broader range of organiza-
tions contributing to international develop-
ment efforts; 

(5) conduct regular consultation with civil 
society organizations working to advance 
international disability rights and empower 
persons with disabilities internationally; 

(6) consult with other relevant offices at 
the Department that are responsible for 
drafting annual reports documenting 
progress on human rights, including, wher-
ever applicable, references to instances of 

discrimination, prejudice, or abuses of per-
sons with disabilities; and 

(7) advise the Bureau of Human Resources 
Development of the Department regarding 
the hiring and recruitment and overseas 
practices of civil service employees and For-
eign Service officers with disabilities and 
their family members with chronic medical 
conditions or disabilities. 

(c) SUPERVISION.—The Office may be head-
ed by— 

(1) a senior advisor to the appropriate As-
sistant Secretary; or 

(2) an officer exercising significant author-
ity who reports to the President or Sec-
retary, appointed by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate. 

(d) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary should 
direct Ambassadors at Large, Representa-
tives, Special Envoys, and coordinators 
working on human rights to consult with the 
Office to promote the human rights and full 
participation in international development 
activities of all persons with disabilities. 
SEC. 106. OFFICE OF GLOBAL WOMEN’S ISSUES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There should be estab-
lished an Office of Global Women’s Issues 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Office’’), 
which may be placed within the organiza-
tional structure of the Department at the 
discretion of the Secretary. 

(b) PURPOSE.—The Office should coordinate 
efforts of the United States Government, as 
directed by the Secretary, regarding gender 
equality and advancing the status of women 
and girls in United States foreign policy. 

(c) DUTIES.—The Office should— 
(1) serve as the principal advisor to the 

Secretary regarding gender equality, wom-
en’s and girls’ empowerment, and violence 
against women and girls as a priority of 
United States foreign policy; 

(2) represent the United States in diplo-
matic and multilateral fora on matters rel-
evant to the status of women and girls; 

(3) advise the Secretary and provide input 
on all activities, policies, programs, and 
funding relating to gender equality and the 
advancement of women and girls inter-
nationally for all bureaus and offices of the 
Department and in the international pro-
grams of all other Federal agencies; 

(4) work to ensure that efforts to advance 
gender equality and women’s and girls’ em-
powerment are fully integrated into the pro-
grams, structures, processes, and capacities 
of all bureaus and offices of the Department 
and in the international programs of other 
Federal agencies; and 

(5) conduct regular consultation with civil 
society organizations working to advance 
gender equality and empower women and 
girls internationally. 

(d) SUPERVISION.—The Office should be 
headed by an Ambassador-at-large for Global 
Women’s Issues. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall provide to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report or brief-
ing regarding this section. 
SEC. 107. SPECIAL APPOINTMENTS. 

(a) REPORT ON POSITIONS.—Not later than 
30 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port that includes the following: 

(1) A description of the duties, responsibil-
ities, and number of staff of each existing 
Special Envoy, Special Representative, Spe-
cial Coordinator, Special Negotiator, Envoy, 
Representative, Coordinator, Special Advi-
sor, and other similar position at the Depart-
ment. 

(2) Recommendations regarding whether to 
maintain in the Department each such posi-
tion, including those listed in the report sub-
mitted by the Secretary to the Committee 
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on Foreign Relations of the Senate on April 
14, 2017, pursuant to section 418 of the De-
partment of State Authorities Act, Fiscal 
Year 2017 (Public Law 114–323), that are not 
expressly authorized by a provision of law 
enacted by Congress. 

(3) Justifications supporting each of the 
Secretary’s recommendations under para-
graph (2). 

(b) ADVICE AND CONSENT.—Not later than 90 
days after the submission of the report re-
quired under subsection (a), the President 
shall submit the name of each Special 
Envoy, Special Representative, Special Coor-
dinator, Special Negotiator, Envoy, Rep-
resentative, Coordinator, Special Advisor, or 
other person occupying a similar position at 
the Department exercising significant au-
thority pursuant to the laws of the United 
States that is not expressly authorized by a 
provision of law enacted by Congress who is 
included in such report to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate to seek the 
advice and consent of the Senate. 

(c) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION REGARDING ES-
TABLISHMENT OF POSITIONS.—Nothing in this 
section may be construed as prohibiting the 
establishment or maintenance of any Special 
Envoy, Special Representative, Special Coor-
dinator, Special Negotiator, Envoy, Rep-
resentative, Coordinator, Special Advisor, or 
other similar position at the Department ex-
ercising significant authority pursuant to 
the laws of the United States if the name of 
the appointee for each such position is sub-
mitted to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate, to seek the advice and 
consent of the Senate, not later than 90 days 
after each such appointment. 

(d) LIMITED EXCEPTION FOR TEMPORARY AP-
POINTMENTS.—The Secretary may maintain 
or establish a position with the title of Spe-
cial Envoy, Special Representative, Special 
Coordinator, Special Negotiator, Special Ad-
visor, or a similar position not exercising 
significant authority pursuant to the laws of 
the United States for not longer than 180 
days if the Secretary, not later than 15 days 
before the appointment of a person to such a 
position, submits to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a notification that in-
cludes the following: 

(1) A certification that the position is not 
expected to demand the exercise of signifi-
cant authority pursuant to the laws of the 
United States. 

(2) A description of the duties and purpose 
of the position. 

(3) The rationale for giving the specific 
title to the position. 

(e) RENEWAL OF TEMPORARY APPOINT-
MENT.—Nothing in this section may be con-
strued as prohibiting the Secretary from re-
newing for a period not to exceed 180 days 
any position maintained or established under 
subsection (d) if the Secretary complies with 
the notification requirements contained in 
such subsection. 

(f) FUNDING RESTRICTIONS.— 
(1) POSITIONS NOT SUBMITTED FOR ADVICE 

AND CONSENT.—No funds may be authorized 
to be appropriated for— 

(A) any Special Envoy, Special Representa-
tive, Special Coordinator, Special Nego-
tiator, Envoy, Representative, Coordinator, 
Special Advisor, or other similar position at 
the Department exercising significant au-
thority pursuant to the laws of the United 
States if the name of the person appointed to 
such position has not been submitted to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the Sen-
ate for the advice and consent of the Senate 
in accordance with subsection (b); or 

(B) any staff or resources related to such a 
position until the person appointed to such 
position has been submitted to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate 
for the advice and consent of the Senate. 

(2) TEMPORARY POSITIONS.—No funds may 
be authorized to be appropriated for any po-
sition described in subsection (d) or for any 
staff or resources related to such position 
unless the Secretary has complied with the 
notification requirements under such sub-
section. 

(3) FISCAL YEAR 2020.—The restrictions de-
scribed in this subsection shall not apply in 
fiscal year 2020 to positions or associated 
staff and resources for which funding is ex-
pressly appropriated for such fiscal year in 
an Act of Congress. 

(g) CONFIRMATION FOR AUTHORIZED POSI-
TIONS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—No Special Envoy, Special 
Representative, Special Coordinator, Special 
Negotiator, Envoy, Representative, Coordi-
nator, Special Advisor, or other similar posi-
tion at the Department exercising signifi-
cant authority pursuant to the laws of the 
United States that is authorized by an Act of 
Congress (except the position authorized by 
section 621 of the Tibetan Policy Act of 2002 
(subtitle B of title VI of Public Law 107–228; 
22 U.S.C. 6901 note)) may be appointed with-
out the advice and consent of the Senate. 

(2) FISCAL YEAR 2020.—The restriction de-
scribed in paragraph (1) shall not apply in 
fiscal year 2020 to positions or associated 
staff and resources for which funding is ex-
pressly appropriated for such fiscal year in 
an Act of Congress. 

(h) ELIMINATION OF SPECIAL REPRESENTA-
TIVE AND POLICY COORDINATOR FOR BURMA.— 

(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 
(A) Congress established the Special Rep-

resentative and Policy Coordinator for 
Burma in July 2008 at a time when the 
United States did not maintain full diplo-
matic relations with Burma and had not ap-
pointed an Ambassador to Burma in 18 years. 

(B) In 2012, the United States re-estab-
lished full diplomatic relations with Burma 
and appointed a United States Ambassador 
to Burma who, along with the Secretary of 
State, Assistant Secretary of State for East 
Asia and the Pacific, and other United 
States Government officials, represents the 
United States’ interests in Burma. 

(2) REPEAL.—Section 7 of the Tom Lantos 
Block Burmese Jade (Junta’s Anti-Demo-
cratic Efforts) Act of 2008 (Public Law 110– 
286; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note; relating to the estab-
lishment of a Special Representative and 
Policy Coordinator for Burma) is hereby re-
pealed. 
SEC. 108. ANTI-PIRACY INFORMATION SHARING. 

The Secretary is authorized to provide for 
the participation by the United States in the 
Information Sharing Centre located in 
Singapore, as established by the Regional 
Cooperation Agreement on Combating Pi-
racy and Armed Robbery against Ships in 
Asia (ReCAAP). 
SEC. 109. IMPORTANCE OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

TRAINING TO NATIONAL SECURITY. 
It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the Department is a crucial national se-

curity agency, whose employees, both For-
eign and Civil Service, require the best pos-
sible training at every stage of their careers 
to prepare them to promote and defend 
United States national interests and the 
health and safety of United States citizens 
abroad; 

(2) the Secretary should explore estab-
lishing a ‘‘training float’’ requiring that a 
certain percentage of the Foreign Service 
shall be in long-term training at any given 
time; 

(3) the Department’s Foreign Service Insti-
tute should seek to substantially increase its 
educational and training offerings to Depart-
ment personnel, including developing new 
and innovative educational and training 
courses, methods, programs, and opportuni-
ties; and 

(4) consistent with existing Department 
gift acceptance authority and other applica-
ble laws, the Department and Foreign Serv-
ice Institute should seek and accept funds 
and other resources from foundations, not- 
for-profit corporations, and other appro-
priate sources to help the Department and 
the Institute accomplish the goals specified 
in paragraph (3). 
SEC. 110. CLASSIFICATION AND ASSIGNMENT OF 

FOREIGN SERVICE OFFICERS. 

The Foreign Service Act of 1980 is amend-
ed— 

(1) in section 501 (22 U.S.C. 3981), by insert-
ing ‘‘If a position designated under this sec-
tion is unfilled for more than 365 calendar 
days, such position may be filled, as appro-
priate, on a temporary basis, in accordance 
with section 309.’’ after ‘‘Positions des-
ignated under this section are excepted from 
the competitive service.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2) of section 502(a) (22 
U.S.C. 3982(a)), by inserting ‘‘, or domesti-
cally, in a position working on issues relat-
ing to a particular country or geographic 
area,’’ after ‘‘geographic area’’. 
SEC. 111. ENERGY DIPLOMACY AND SECURITY 

WITHIN THE DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (c) of section 
1 of the State Department Basic Authorities 
Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2651a), as amended by 
section 103 of this Act, is further amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) (as re-
designated pursuant to such section 103) as 
paragraph (5); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (3) the fol-
lowing new paragraph: 

‘‘(4) ENERGY RESOURCES.— 
‘‘(A) AUTHORIZATION FOR ASSISTANT SEC-

RETARY.—Subject to the numerical limita-
tion specified in paragraph (1), there is au-
thorized to be established in the Department 
of State an Assistant Secretary of State for 
Energy Resources. 

‘‘(B) PERSONNEL.—The Secretary of State 
shall ensure that there are sufficient per-
sonnel dedicated to energy matters within 
the Department of State whose responsibil-
ities shall include— 

‘‘(i) formulating and implementing inter-
national policies aimed at protecting and ad-
vancing United States energy security inter-
ests by effectively managing United States 
bilateral and multilateral relations; 

‘‘(ii) ensuring that analyses of the national 
security implications of global energy and 
environmental developments are reflected in 
the decision making process within the De-
partment; 

‘‘(iii) incorporating energy security prior-
ities into the activities of the Department; 

‘‘(iv) coordinating energy activities of the 
Department with relevant Federal depart-
ments and agencies; and 

‘‘(v) working internationally to— 
‘‘(I) support the development of energy re-

sources and the distribution of such re-
sources for the benefit of the United States 
and United States allies and trading partners 
for their energy security and economic de-
velopment needs; 

‘‘(II) promote availability of diversified en-
ergy supplies and a well-functioning global 
market for energy resources, technologies, 
and expertise for the benefit of the United 
States and United States allies and trading 
partners; 

‘‘(III) resolve international disputes re-
garding the exploration, development, pro-
duction, or distribution of energy resources; 

‘‘(IV) support the economic and commer-
cial interests of United States persons oper-
ating in the energy markets of foreign coun-
tries; 

‘‘(V) support and coordinate international 
efforts to alleviate energy poverty; 
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‘‘(VI) leading the United States commit-

ment to the Extractive Industries Trans-
parency Initiative; 

‘‘(VII) coordinating within the Department 
and with relevant Federal departments and 
agencies on developing and implementing 
international energy-related sanctions; and 

‘‘(VIII) coordinating energy security and 
other relevant functions within the Depart-
ment currently undertaken by— 

‘‘(aa) the Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs; 

‘‘(bb) the Bureau of Oceans and Inter-
national Environmental and Scientific Af-
fairs; and 

‘‘(cc) other offices within the Department 
of State.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 931 
of the Energy Independence and Security Act 
of 2007 (42 U.S.C. 17371) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 

as subsections (a) and (b), respectively. 
SEC. 112. PASSPORT FEES. 

Paragraph (2) of section 1(b) of the Pass-
port Act of June 4, 1920 (22 U.S.C. 214(b)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘not’’ and all that fol-
lows through the period at the end and in-
serting the following: ‘‘be exercised begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of the De-
partment of State Authorization Act of 
2019.’’. 
SEC. 113. UNITED STATES DIPLOMACY CENTER. 

Title I of the State Department Basic Au-
thorities Act of 1956 is amended by adding 
after section 63 (22 U.S.C. 2735) the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 64. UNITED STATES DIPLOMACY CENTER. 

‘‘(a) ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) SUPPORT AUTHORIZED.—The Secretary 

of State is authorized to provide, by con-
tract, grant, or otherwise, for the perform-
ance of appropriate museum visitor and edu-
cational outreach services and related 
events, including organizing programs and 
conference activities, museum shop services 
and food services in the public exhibition and 
related space utilized by the center for 
United States diplomacy. 

‘‘(2) RECOVERY OF COSTS.—The Secretary of 
State is authorized to recover any revenues 
generated under the authority of paragraph 
(1) for visitor and outreach services and re-
lated events referred to in such paragraph, 
including fees for use of facilities at a center 
for United States diplomacy. Any such reve-
nues may be retained as a recovery of the 
costs of operating the Center. 

‘‘(b) DISPOSITION OF UNITED STATES DIPLO-
MACY CENTER DOCUMENTS, ARTIFACTS, AND 
OTHER ARTICLES.— 

‘‘(1) PROPERTY.—All historic documents, 
artifacts, or other articles permanently ac-
quired by the Department of State and deter-
mined by the Secretary of State to be suit-
able for display by the center for United 
States diplomacy shall be considered to be 
the property of the United States Govern-
ment and shall be subject to disposition sole-
ly in accordance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) SALE, TRADE, OR TRANSFER.—Whenever 
the Secretary of State makes the determina-
tion described in paragraph (3) with respect 
to a document, artifact, or other article 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary may sell 
at fair market value, trade, or transfer such 
document, artifact, or other article without 
regard to the requirements of subtitle I of 
title 40, United States Code. The proceeds of 
any such sale may be used solely for the ad-
vancement of the mission of the center for 
United States diplomacy and may not be 
used for any purpose other than the acquisi-
tion and direct care of the collections of the 
center. 

‘‘(3) DETERMINATIONS PRIOR TO SALE, TRADE, 
OR TRANSFER.—The determination described 

in this paragraph with respect to a docu-
ment, artifact, or other article under para-
graph (1), is a determination that— 

‘‘(A) such document, artifact, or other arti-
cle no longer serves to further the purposes 
of the center for United States diplomacy as 
set forth in the collections management pol-
icy of the center; 

‘‘(B) the sale, trade, or transfer of such 
document, artifact, or other article would 
serve to maintain the standards of the col-
lection of the center; or 

‘‘(C) sale, trade, or transfer of such docu-
ment, artifact, or other article would be in 
the best interests of the United States. 

‘‘(4) LOANS.—In addition to the authoriza-
tion under paragraph (2) relating to the sale, 
trade, or transfer of documents, artifacts, or 
other articles under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary of State may loan such documents, 
artifacts, or other articles, when not needed 
for use or display by the center for United 
States diplomacy to the Smithsonian Insti-
tution or a similar institution for repair, 
study, or exhibition.’’. 
SEC. 114. EXTENSION OF PERIOD FOR REIM-

BURSEMENT OF FISHERMEN FOR 
COSTS INCURRED FROM THE ILLE-
GAL SEIZURE AND DETENTION OF 
U.S.-FLAG FISHING VESSELS BY FOR-
EIGN GOVERNMENTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subsection (e) of section 
7 of the Fishermen’s Protective Act of 1967 
(22 U.S.C. 1977) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(e) AMOUNTS.—Payments may be made 
under this section only to such extent and in 
such amounts as are provided in advance in 
appropriation Acts.’’. 

(b) RETROACTIVE APPLICABILITY.— 
(1) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 

made by subsection (a) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act and 
apply as if the date specified in subsection 
(e) of section 7 of the Fishermen’s Protective 
Act of 1967, as in effect on the day before the 
date of the enactment of this Act, were the 
day after such date of enactment. 

(2) AGREEMENTS AND PAYMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall— 

(A) enter into agreements pursuant to sec-
tion 7 of the Fishermen’s Protective Act of 
1967 for any claims to which such section 
would otherwise apply but for the date speci-
fied in subsection (e) of such section, as in ef-
fect on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act; and 

(B) make payments in accordance with 
agreements entered into pursuant to such 
section if any such payments have not been 
made as a result of the expiration of the date 
specified in such section, as in effect on the 
day before the date of the enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 115. ART IN EMBASSIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—No funds are authorized 
to be appropriated for the purchase of any 
piece of art for the purposes of installation 
or display in any embassy, consulate, or 
other foreign mission of the United States if 
the purchase price of such piece of art is in 
excess of $50,000, unless such purchase is sub-
ject to prior consultation with, and the reg-
ular notification procedures of, the appro-
priate congressional committees. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report on the 
costs of the Art in Embassies Program for 
each of fiscal years 2012, 2013, and 2014. 

(c) SUNSET.—This section shall terminate 
on the date that is two years after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘art’’ includes paintings, sculptures, photo-
graphs, industrial design, and craft art. 
SEC. 116. AMENDMENT OR REPEAL OF REPORT-

ING REQUIREMENTS. 
(a) BURMA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 570 of Public Law 
104–208 is amended— 

(A) by amending subsection (c) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(c) MULTILATERAL STRATEGY.—The Presi-
dent shall develop, in coordination with 
members of ASEAN and other likeminded 
countries, a comprehensive, multilateral 
strategy to bring about further democratic 
consolidation in Burma and improve human 
rights practices and the quality of life in 
Burma, including the development of a dia-
logue leading to genuine national reconcili-
ation.’’; and 

(B) in subsection (d)— 
(i) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘six months’’ and inserting 
‘‘year’’; 

(ii) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (7); and 

(iii) by inserting after paragraph (2) the 
following new paragraphs: 

‘‘(3) improvements in human rights prac-
tices; 

‘‘(4) progress toward broad-based and inclu-
sive economic growth; 

‘‘(5) progress toward genuine national rec-
onciliation; 

‘‘(6) progress on improving the quality of 
life of the Burmese people, including 
progress relating to market reforms, living 
standards, labor standards, use of forced 
labor in the tourism industry, and environ-
mental quality; and’’. 

(2) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by paragraph (1) shall take effect on 
the date of the enactment of this Act and 
apply with respect to the first report re-
quired under subsection (d) of section 570 of 
Public Law 104–208 that is required after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) REPEALS.—The following provisions of 
law are hereby repealed: 

(1) Subsection (b) of section 804 of Public 
Law 101–246. 

(2) Section 6 of Public Law 104–45. 
(3) Section 406 of Public Law 101–246 (22 

U.S.C. 2414a). 
(4) Subsection (c) of section 702 of Public 

Law 96–465 (22 U.S.C. 4022). 
SEC. 117. REPORTING ON IMPLEMENTATION OF 

GAO RECOMMENDATIONS. 
(a) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 120 

days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report 
that lists all of the Government Account-
ability Office’s recommendations relating to 
the Department that have not been fully im-
plemented. 

(b) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REPORT.—Not 
later than 30 days after the Secretary sub-
mits the report under subsection (a), the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report that identifies 
any discrepancies between the list of rec-
ommendations included in such report and 
the Government Accountability Office’s list 
of outstanding recommendations for the De-
partment. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 

after the date of the submission of the Comp-
troller General’s report under subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report 
that describes the implementation status of 
each recommendation from the Government 
Accountability Office included in the report 
submitted under subsection (a). 

(2) JUSTIFICATION.—The report under para-
graph (1) shall include— 

(A) a detailed justification for each deci-
sion not to fully implement a recommenda-
tion or to implement a recommendation in a 
different manner than specified by the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office; 
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(B) a timeline for the full implementation 

of any recommendation the Secretary has 
decided to adopt, but has not yet fully imple-
mented; and 

(C) an explanation for any discrepancies 
included in the Comptroller General report 
submitted under subsection (b). 

(d) FORM.—The information required in 
each report under this section shall be sub-
mitted in unclassified form, to the maximum 
extent practicable, but may be included in a 
classified annex to the extent necessary. 
SEC. 118. OFFICE OF GLOBAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—There should be estab-
lished within the Department an Office of 
Global Criminal Justice (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Office’’), which may be 
placed within the organizational structure of 
the Department at the discretion of the Sec-
retary. 

(b) DUTIES.—The Office should carry out 
the following: 

(1) Advise the Secretary and other relevant 
senior officials on issues related to war 
crimes, crimes against humanity, and geno-
cide. 

(2) Assist in formulating United States pol-
icy on the prevention of, responses to, and 
accountability for mass atrocities. 

(3) Coordinate United States Government 
positions relating to the international and 
hybrid courts currently prosecuting persons 
responsible for genocide, war crimes, and 
crimes against humanity anywhere in the 
world. 

(4) Work with other governments, inter-
national organizations, and nongovern-
mental organizations, as appropriate, to es-
tablish and assist international and domestic 
commissions of inquiry, fact-finding mis-
sions, and tribunals to investigate, docu-
ment, and prosecute atrocities in every re-
gion of the globe. 

(5) Coordinate the deployment of diplo-
matic, legal, economic, military, and other 
tools to help expose the truth, judge those 
responsible, protect and assist victims, en-
able reconciliation, deter atrocities, and 
build the rule of law. 

(6) Provide advice and expertise on transi-
tional justice to United States personnel op-
erating in conflict and post-conflict environ-
ments. 

(7) Act as a point of contact for inter-
national, hybrid, and mixed tribunals exer-
cising jurisdiction over war crimes, crimes 
against humanity, and genocide committed 
around the world. 

(8) Represent the Department on any inter-
agency whole-of-government coordinating 
entities addressing genocide and other mass 
atrocities. 

(9) Perform any additional duties and exer-
cise such powers as the Secretary of State 
may prescribe. 

(c) SUPERVISION.—The Office should be led 
by an Ambassador-at-Large for Global Crimi-
nal Justice. 

TITLE II—EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION 
SEC. 201. EMBASSY SECURITY, CONSTRUCTION, 

AND MAINTENANCE. 
For ‘‘Embassy Security, Construction, and 

Maintenance’’, there is authorized to be ap-
propriated $1,987,211,000 for fiscal year 2020. 
SEC. 202. STANDARD DESIGN IN CAPITAL CON-

STRUCTION. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Department’s Bureau of 
Overseas Building Operations (OBO) or suc-
cessor office should give appropriate consid-
eration to standardization in construction, 
in which each new United States embassy 
and consulate starts with a standard design 
and keeps customization to a minimum. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
carry out any new United States embassy 
compound or new consulate compound 

project that utilizes a non-standard design, 
including those projects that are in the de-
sign or pre-design phase as of the date of the 
enactment of this Act, only in consultation 
with the appropriate congressional commit-
tees. The Secretary shall provide the appro-
priate congressional committees, for each 
such project, the following documentation: 

(1) A comparison of the estimated full 
lifecycle costs of the project to the esti-
mated full lifecycle costs of such project if it 
were to use a standard design. 

(2) A comparison of the estimated comple-
tion date of such project to the estimated 
completion date of such project if it were to 
use a standard design. 

(3) A comparison of the security of the 
completed project to the security of such 
completed project if it were to use a stand-
ard design. 

(4) A justification for the Secretary’s selec-
tion of a non-standard design over a standard 
design for such project. 

(5) A written explanation if any of the doc-
umentation necessary to support the com-
parisons and justification, as the case may 
be, described in paragraphs (1) through (4) 
cannot be provided. 

(c) SUNSET.—The consultation requirement 
under subsection (b) shall expire on the date 
that is four years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 203. CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION TRANS-

PARENCY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 118 of the Depart-

ment of State Authorities Act, Fiscal Year 
2017 (22 U.S.C. 304) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading , by striking ‘‘AN-
NUAL REPORT ON EMBASSY CONSTRUCTION 
COSTS’’ and inserting ‘‘BIANNUAL REPORT ON 
OVERSEAS CAPITAL CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS’’; 
and 

(2) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following new subsections: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section and every 180 days thereafter until 
the date that is four years after such date of 
enactment, the Secretary shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a 
comprehensive report regarding all ongoing 
overseas capital construction projects and 
major embassy security upgrade projects. 

‘‘(b) CONTENTS.—Each report required 
under subsection (a) shall include the fol-
lowing with respect to each ongoing overseas 
capital construction project and major em-
bassy security upgrade project: 

‘‘(1) The initial cost estimate as specified 
in the proposed allocation of capital con-
struction and maintenance funds required by 
the Committees on Appropriations for Acts 
making appropriations for the Department 
of State, foreign operations, and related pro-
grams. 

‘‘(2) The current cost estimate. 
‘‘(3) The value of each request for equitable 

adjustment received by the Department to 
date. 

‘‘(4) The value of each certified claim re-
ceived by the Department to date. 

‘‘(5) The value of any usage of the project’s 
contingency fund to date and the value of 
the remainder of the project’s contingency 
fund. 

‘‘(6) An enumerated list of each request for 
adjustment and certified claim that remains 
outstanding or unresolved. 

‘‘(7) An enumerated list of each request for 
equitable adjustment and certified claim 
that has been fully adjudicated or that the 
Department has settled, and the final dollar 
amount of each adjudication or settlement. 

‘‘(8) The date of estimated completion 
specified in the proposed allocation of cap-
ital construction and maintenance funds re-
quired by the Committees on Appropriations 
not later than 45 days after the date of the 

enactment of an Act making appropriations 
for the Department of State, foreign oper-
ations, and related programs. 

‘‘(9) The current date of estimated comple-
tion.’’. 

(b) INITIAL REPORT.—The first report re-
quired under subsection (a) of section 118 of 
the Department of State Authorities Act, 
Fiscal Year 2017 (as amended by this section) 
shall include an annex regarding all overseas 
capital construction projects and major em-
bassy security upgrade projects completed 
during the 10-year period ending on Decem-
ber 31, 2018, including, for each such project, 
the elements specified in subsection (b) of 
such section 118. 
SEC. 204. CONTRACTOR PERFORMANCE INFOR-

MATION. 
(a) DEADLINE FOR COMPLETION.—The Sec-

retary shall complete all contractor per-
formance evaluations required by subpart 
42.15 of the Federal Acquisition Regulation 
for those contractors engaged in construc-
tion of new embassy or new consulate com-
pounds by October 1, 2021. 

(b) PRIORITIZATION SYSTEM.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall develop a prioritization 
system for clearing the current backlog of 
required evaluations referred to in sub-
section (a). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The system required under 
paragraph (1) should prioritize the evalua-
tions as follows: 

(A) Project completion evaluations should 
be prioritized over annual evaluations. 

(B) Evaluations for relatively large con-
tracts should have priority. 

(C) Evaluations that would be particularly 
informative for the awarding of government 
contracts should have priority. 

(c) BRIEFING.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of State shall brief the appro-
priate congressional committees on the De-
partment’s plan for completing all evalua-
tions by October 1, 2021, in accordance with 
subsection (a) and the prioritization system 
developed pursuant to subsection (b). 

(d) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) contractors deciding whether to bid on 
Department contracts would benefit from 
greater understanding of the Department as 
a client; and 

(2) the Department should develop a forum 
where contractors can comment on the De-
partment’s project management perform-
ance. 
SEC. 205. GROWTH PROJECTIONS FOR NEW EM-

BASSIES AND CONSULATES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—For each new United 

States embassy compound (NEC) and new 
consulate compound project (NCC) in or not 
yet in the design phase as of the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Department shall 
project growth over the estimated life of the 
facility using all available and relevant data, 
including the following: 

(1) Relevant historical trends for Depart-
ment personnel and personnel from other 
agencies represented at the NEC or NCC that 
is to be constructed. 

(2) An analysis of the tradeoffs between 
risk and the needs of United States Govern-
ment policy conducted as part of the most 
recent Vital Presence Validation Process, if 
applicable. 

(3) Reasonable assumptions about the stra-
tegic importance of the NEC or NCC, as the 
case may be, over the life of the building at 
issue. 

(4) Any other data that would be helpful in 
projecting the future growth of NEC or NCC. 

(b) OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES.—The head of 
each Federal agency represented at a United 
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States embassy or consulate shall provide to 
the Secretary, upon request, growth projec-
tions for the personnel of each such agency 
over the estimated life of each embassy or 
consulate, as the case may be. 

(c) BASIS FOR ESTIMATES.—The Department 
shall base its growth assumption for all 
NECs and NCCs on the estimates required 
under subsections (a) and (b). 

(d) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Any 
congressional notification of site selection 
for a NEC or NCC submitted after the date of 
the enactment of this Act shall include the 
growth assumption used pursuant to sub-
section (c). 
SEC. 206. LONG-RANGE PLANNING PROCESS. 

(a) PLANS REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter for five years, the 
Secretary shall develop— 

(A) a comprehensive six-year plan docu-
menting the Department’s overseas building 
program for the replacement of overseas dip-
lomatic posts taking into account security 
factors under the Secure Embassy Construc-
tion and Counterterrorism Act of 1999 and 
other relevant statutes and regulations, as 
well as occupational safety and health fac-
tors pursuant to the Occupational Safety 
and Health Act of 1970 and other relevant 
statutes and regulations, including environ-
mental factors such as indoor air quality 
that impact employee health and safety; and 

(B) a comprehensive six-year plan detailing 
the Department’s long-term planning for the 
maintenance and sustainment of completed 
diplomatic posts, which takes into account 
security factors under the Secure Embassy 
Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 
1999 and other relevant statutes and regula-
tions, as well as occupational safety and 
health factors pursuant to the Occupational 
Safety and Health Act of 1970 and other rel-
evant statutes and regulations, including en-
vironmental factors such as indoor air qual-
ity that impact employee health and safety. 

(2) INITIAL REPORT.—The first plan devel-
oped pursuant to paragraph (1)(A) shall also 
include a one-time status report on existing 
small diplomatic posts and a strategy for es-
tablishing a physical diplomatic presence in 
countries in which there is no current phys-
ical diplomatic presence. Such report, which 
may include a classified annex, shall include 
the following: 

(A) A description of the extent to which 
each small diplomatic post furthers the na-
tional interest of the United States. 

(B) A description of how each small diplo-
matic post provides American Citizen Serv-
ices, including data on specific services pro-
vided and the number of Americans receiving 
services over the previous year. 

(C) A description of whether each small 
diplomatic post meets current security re-
quirements. 

(D) A description of the full financial cost 
of maintaining each small diplomatic post. 

(E) Input from the relevant chiefs of mis-
sion on any unique operational or policy 
value the small diplomatic post provides. 

(3) UPDATED INFORMATION.—The annual up-
dates of each of the plans developed pursuant 
to paragraph (1) shall highlight any changes 
from the previous year’s plan to the ordering 
of construction and maintenance projects. 

(b) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) SUBMISSION OF PLANS TO CONGRESS.—Not 

later than 60 days after the completion of 
each plan required under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall submit the plans to the ap-
propriate congressional committees. 

(2) REFERENCE IN BUDGET JUSTIFICATION MA-
TERIALS.—In the budget justification mate-
rials submitted to the appropriate congres-
sional committees in support of the Depart-

ment’s budget for any fiscal year (as sub-
mitted with the budget of the President 
under section 1105(a) of title 31, United 
States Code), the plans required under sub-
section (a) shall be referenced to justify 
funding requested for building and mainte-
nance projects overseas. 

(3) FORM OF REPORT.—Each report required 
under paragraph (1) shall be submitted in un-
classified form but may include a classified 
annex. 

(c) SMALL DIPLOMATIC POST DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘small diplomatic 
post’’ means any United States embassy or 
consulate that has employed five or fewer 
United States Government employees on av-
erage over the 36 months prior to the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 207. VALUE ENGINEERING AND RISK AS-

SESSMENT. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Federal departments and agencies are 

required to use value engineering (VE) as a 
management tool, where appropriate, to re-
duce program and acquisition costs pursuant 
to OMB Circular A–131, Value Engineering, 
dated December 31, 2013. 

(2) OBO has a Policy Directive and Stand-
ard Operation Procedure, dated May 24, 2017, 
on conducting risk management studies on 
all international construction projects. 

(b) NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) SUBMISSION TO AUTHORIZING COMMIT-

TEES.—The proposed allocation of capital 
construction and maintenance funds that is 
required by the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the Senate and the House of Rep-
resentatives not later than 45 days after the 
date of the enactment of an Act making ap-
propriations for the Department of State, 
foreign operations, and related programs 
shall also be submitted to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives. 

(2) REQUIREMENT TO CONFIRM COMPLETION 
OF VALUE ENGINEERING AND RISK ASSESSMENT 
STUDIES.—The notifications required under 
paragraph (1) shall include confirmation that 
the Department has completed the requisite 
VE and risk management studies described 
in subsection (a). 

(c) REPORTING AND BRIEFING REQUIRE-
MENTS.—The Secretary shall provide to the 
appropriate congressional committees upon 
request— 

(1) a description of each risk management 
study referred to in subsection (a)(2) and a 
table detailing which recommendations re-
lated to each such study were accepted and 
which were rejected; and 

(2) a report or briefing detailing the ration-
ale for not implementing any such rec-
ommendations that may otherwise yield sig-
nificant cost savings to the Department if 
implemented. 
SEC. 208. BUSINESS VOLUME. 

Section 402(c)(2)(E) of the Omnibus Diplo-
matic Security and Antiterrorism Act of 1986 
(22 U.S.C. 4852(c)(2)(E)) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘in 3 years’’ and inserting ‘‘cumulatively 
over 3 years’’. 
SEC. 209. EMBASSY SECURITY REQUESTS AND DE-

FICIENCIES. 
The Secretary shall provide to the appro-

priate congressional committees upon re-
quest information on security deficiencies at 
United States diplomatic posts, including re-
lating to the following: 

(1) Requests made over the previous year 
by United States diplomatic posts for secu-
rity upgrades. 

(2) Significant security deficiencies at 
United States diplomatic posts that are not 
operating out of a new embassy compound or 
new consulate compound. 

SEC. 210. OVERSEAS SECURITY BRIEFINGS. 
Not later than one year after the date of 

the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall revise the Foreign Affairs Manual to 
stipulate that information on the current 
threat environment shall be provided to all 
United States Government employees under 
chief of mission authority traveling to a for-
eign country on official business. To the ex-
tent practicable, such material shall be pro-
vided to such employees prior to their ar-
rival at a United States diplomatic post or 
as soon as possible thereafter. 
SEC. 211. CONTRACTING METHODS IN CAPITAL 

CONSTRUCTION. 
(a) DELIVERY.—Unless the Secretary noti-

fies the appropriate congressional commit-
tees that the use of the design-build project 
delivery method would not be appropriate, 
the Secretary shall make use of such method 
at United States diplomatic posts that have 
not yet received design or capital construc-
tion contracts as of the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—Before executing a con-
tract for a delivery method other than de-
sign-build in accordance with subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall notify the appropriate 
congressional committees in writing of the 
decision, including the reasons therefor. The 
notification required by this subsection may 
be included in any other report regarding a 
new United States diplomatic post that is re-
quired to be submitted to the appropriate 
congressional committees. 

(c) PERFORMANCE EVALUATION.—Not later 
than 180 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall report to the 
appropriate congressional committees re-
garding performance evaluation measures in 
accordance with GAO’s ‘‘Standards for Inter-
nal Control in the Federal Government’’ that 
will be applicable to design and construc-
tion, lifecycle cost, and building mainte-
nance programs of the Bureau of Overseas 
Building Operations of the Department. 
SEC. 212. COMPETITION IN EMBASSY CONSTRUC-

TION. 
Not later than 45 days after the date of the 

enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committee a report detailing steps the De-
partment is taking to expand the embassy 
construction contractor base in order to in-
crease competition and maximize value. 
SEC. 213. STATEMENT OF POLICY. 

It is the policy of the United States that 
the Bureau of Overseas Building Operations 
of the Department or its successor office 
shall continue to balance functionality and 
security with accessibility, as defined by 
guidelines established by the United States 
Access Board in constructing embassies and 
consulates, and shall ensure compliance with 
the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. 4151 et seq.) to the fullest extent pos-
sible. 
SEC. 214. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) DESIGN-BUILD.—The term ‘‘design- 

build’’ means a method of project delivery in 
which one entity works under a single con-
tract with the Department to provide design 
and construction services. 

(2) NON-STANDARD DESIGN.—The term ‘‘non- 
standard design’’ means a design for a new 
embassy compound project or new consulate 
compound project that does not utilize a 
standardized design for the structural, spa-
tial, or security requirements of such em-
bassy compound or consulate compound, as 
the case may be. 

TITLE III—PERSONNEL ISSUES 
SEC. 301. DEFENSE BASE ACT INSURANCE WAIV-

ERS. 
(a) APPLICATION FOR WAIVERS.—Not later 

than 30 days after the date of the enactment 
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of this Act, the Secretary shall apply to the 
Department of Labor for a waiver from in-
surance requirements under the Defense 
Base Act (42 U.S.C. 1651 et seq.) for all coun-
tries with respect to which the requirement 
was waived prior to January 2017, and for 
which there is not currently a waiver. 

(b) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than 45 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall certify to the 
appropriate congressional committees that 
the requirement in subsection (a) has been 
met. 
SEC. 302. STUDY ON FOREIGN SERVICE ALLOW-

ANCES. 
(a) REPORT REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 

after date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report detailing 
an empirical analysis on the effect of over-
seas allowances on the foreign assignment of 
Foreign Service officers (FSOs), to be con-
ducted by a federally-funded research and de-
velopment center with appropriate expertise 
in labor economics and military compensa-
tion. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The analysis required under 
paragraph (1) shall— 

(A) identify all allowances paid to FSOs as-
signed permanently or on temporary duty to 
foreign areas; 

(B) examine the efficiency of the Foreign 
Service bidding system in determining for-
eign assignments; 

(C) examine the factors that incentivize 
FSOs to bid on particular assignments, in-
cluding danger levels and hardship condi-
tions; 

(D) examine the Department’s strategy and 
process for incentivizing FSOs to bid on as-
signments that are historically in lower de-
mand, including with monetary compensa-
tion, and whether monetary compensation is 
necessary for assignments in higher demand; 

(E) make any relevant comparisons to 
military compensation and allowances, not-
ing which allowances are shared or based on 
the same regulations; 

(F) recommend options for restructuring 
allowances to improve the efficiency of the 
assignments system and better align FSO in-
centives with the needs of the Foreign Serv-
ice, including any cost savings associated 
with such restructuring; 

(G) recommend any statutory changes nec-
essary to implement subparagraph (F), such 
as consolidating existing legal authorities 
for the provision of hardship and danger pay; 
and 

(H) detail any effects of recommendations 
made pursuant to subparagraphs (F) and (G) 
on other United States Government depart-
ments and agencies with civilian employees 
permanently assigned or on temporary duty 
in foreign areas, following consultation with 
such departments and agencies. 

(b) BRIEFING REQUIREMENT.—Before initi-
ating the analysis required under subsection 
(a)(1), and not later than 60 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall provide to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs in the House 
of Representatives a briefing on the imple-
mentation of this section that includes the 
following: 

(1) The name of the federally-funded re-
search and development center that will con-
duct such analysis. 

(2) The scope of such analysis and terms of 
reference for such analysis as specified be-
tween the Department and such federally- 
funded research and development center. 

(c) AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make 

available to the federally-funded research 
and development center carrying out the 

analysis required under subsection (a)(1) all 
necessary and relevant information to allow 
such center to conduct such analysis in a 
quantitative and analytical manner, includ-
ing historical data on the number of bids for 
each foreign assignment and any survey data 
collected by the Department from eligible 
bidders on their bid decision-making. 

(2) COOPERATION.—The Secretary shall 
work with the heads of other relevant United 
States Government departments and agen-
cies to ensure such departments and agencies 
provide all necessary and relevant informa-
tion to the federally-funded research and de-
velopment center carrying out the analysis 
required under subsection (a)(1). 

(d) INTERIM REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The 
Secretary shall require that the chief execu-
tive officer of the federally-funded research 
and development center that carries out the 
analysis required under subsection (a)(1) sub-
mit to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate and the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives an 
interim report on such analysis not later 
than 120 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 303. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY FELLOW-
SHIPS. 

Section 504 of the Foreign Relations Au-
thorization Act, Fiscal Year 1979 (22 U.S.C. 
2656d) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) GRANTS AND COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS 
RELATED TO SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY FEL-
LOWSHIP PROGRAMS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to make grants or enter into coopera-
tive agreements related to Department of 
State science and technology fellowship pro-
grams, including for assistance in recruiting 
fellows and the payment of stipends, travel, 
and other appropriate expenses to fellows. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSION FROM CONSIDERATION AS 
COMPENSATION.—Stipends under paragraph 
(1) shall not be considered compensation for 
purposes of section 209 of title 18, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(3) MAXIMUM ANNUAL AMOUNT.—The total 
amount of grants made pursuant to this sub-
section may not exceed $500,000 in any fiscal 
year.’’. 

SEC. 304. TRAVEL FOR SEPARATED FAMILIES. 

Section 901(15) of the Foreign Service Act 
of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4081(15)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘1 round-trip per year for 
each child below age 21 of a member of the 
Service assigned abroad’’ and inserting ‘‘in 
the case of one or more children below age 21 
of a member of the Service assigned abroad, 
1 round-trip per year’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘for each child’’ before ‘‘to 

visit the member abroad’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘; or’’ and inserting a 

comma; 
(3) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘for each child’’ before ‘‘to 

visit the other parent’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘or’’ after ‘‘resides,’’; 
(4) by inserting after subparagraph (B) the 

following new subparagraph: 
‘‘(C) for one of the child’s parents to visit 

the child or children abroad if the child or 
children do not regularly reside with that 
parent and that parent is not receiving an 
education allowance or educational travel 
allowance for the child or children under sec-
tion 5924(4) of title 5, United States Code,’’; 
and 

(5) in the matter following subparagraph 
(C), as added by paragraph (4) of this section, 
by striking ‘‘a payment’’ and inserting ‘‘the 
cost of round-trip travel’’. 

SEC. 305. HOME LEAVE TRAVEL FOR SEPARATED 
FAMILIES. 

Section 903(b) of the Foreign Service Act of 
1980 (22 U.S.C. 4083(b)) is amended by adding 
at the end the following new sentence: ‘‘In 
cases in which the family members of a 
member of the Service reside apart from the 
member at authorized locations outside the 
United States because they are prevented by 
official order from residing with the member 
at post, the member may take the leave or-
dered under this section where that mem-
ber’s family members reside, notwith-
standing section 6305 of title 5, United States 
Code.’’. 
SEC. 306. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING CER-

TAIN FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMS. 
It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) Department fellowships that promote 

the employment of candidates belonging to 
under-represented groups, including the 
Charles B. Rangel International Affairs 
Graduate Fellowship Program, the Thomas 
R. Pickering Foreign Affairs Fellowship Pro-
gram, and the Donald M. Payne Inter-
national Development Fellowship Program, 
represent smart investments vital for build-
ing a strong, capable, and representative na-
tional security workforce; and 

(2) the Secretary of State and the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development should fulfill the 
terms of their fellowship agreements with 
each participant in the Fellowship Programs 
referred to in paragraph (1), as specified in 
the original contractual agreements with 
each such participant. 
SEC. 307. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

Subparagraph (A) of section 601(c)(6) of the 
Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 
4001(c)(6)) is amended, in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by— 

(1) striking ‘‘promotion’’ and inserting 
‘‘promotion, on or after January 1, 2017,’’; 
and 

(2) striking ‘‘individual joining the Service 
on or after January 1, 2017,’’ and inserting 
‘‘Foreign Service officer, appointed under 
section 302(a)(1), who has general responsi-
bility for carrying out the functions of the 
Service’’. 
SEC. 308. FOREIGN SERVICE AWARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 614 of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4013) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by amending the section heading to 
read as follows: ‘‘DEPARTMENT AWARDS’’; and 

(2) in the first sentence, by inserting ‘‘or 
Civil Service’’ after ‘‘the Service’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The item re-
lating to section 614 in the table of contents 
of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 is amended 
to read as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 614. Department awards.’’. 
SEC. 309. DIPLOMATIC PROGRAMS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS ON WORKFORCE RE-
CRUITMENT.—It is the sense of Congress that 
the Secretary should continue to hold entry- 
level classes for Foreign Service officers and 
specialists and continue to recruit civil serv-
ants through programs such as the Presi-
dential Management Fellows Program and 
Pathways Internship Programs in a manner 
and at a frequency consistent with prior 
years and consistent with the need to main-
tain a pool of experienced personnel effec-
tively distributed across skill codes and 
ranks. It is further the sense of Congress 
that absent continuous recruitment and 
training of Foreign Service officers and civil 
servants, the Department will lack experi-
enced, qualified personnel in the short, me-
dium, and long terms. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The Secretary may not 
implement any reduction-in-force action 
under section 3502 or 3595 of title 5, United 
States Code, or for any incentive payments 
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for early separation or retirement under any 
other provision of law unless— 

(1) the appropriate congressional commit-
tees are notified not less than 15 days in ad-
vance of such obligation or expenditure; and 

(2) the Secretary has provided to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a de-
tailed report that describes the Depart-
ment’s strategic staffing goals, including— 

(A) a justification that describes how any 
proposed workforce reduction enhances the 
effectiveness of the Department; 

(B) a certification that such workforce re-
duction is in the national interest of the 
United States; 

(C) a comprehensive strategic staffing plan 
for the Department, including five-year 
workforce forecasting and a description of 
the anticipated impact of any proposed 
workforce reduction; and 

(D) a dataset displaying comprehensive 
workforce data for all current and planned 
employees of the Department, disaggregated 
by— 

(i) Foreign Service officer and Foreign 
Service specialist rank; 

(ii) civil service job skill code, grade level, 
and bureau of assignment; 

(iii) contracted employees, including the 
equivalent job skill code and bureau of as-
signment; and 

(iv) employees hired under schedule C of 
subpart C of part 213 of title 5, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, including their equivalent 
grade and job skill code and bureau of as-
signment. 

SEC. 310. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING VET-
ERANS EMPLOYMENT AT THE DE-
PARTMENT OF STATE. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the Department should continue to pro-

mote the employment of veterans, in accord-
ance with section 301 of the Foreign Service 
Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3941), as amended by 
section 405 of this Act, including those vet-
erans belonging to traditionally underrep-
resented groups at the Department; 

(2) veterans employed by the Department 
have made significant contributions to 
United States foreign policy in a variety of 
regional and global affairs bureaus and diplo-
matic posts overseas; and 

(3) the Department should continue to en-
courage veteran employment and facilitate 
their participation in the workforce. 

SEC. 311. EMPLOYEE ASSIGNMENT RESTRIC-
TIONS AND PRECLUSIONS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department should expand 
the appeal process it makes available to em-
ployees related to assignment preclusions 
and restrictions. 

(b) APPEAL OF ASSIGNMENT RESTRICTION OR 
PRECLUSION.—Section 502(a)(2) of the Foreign 
Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 3982(a)(2)), as 
amended by section 111 of this Act, is further 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new sentences: ‘‘Any employee subjected to 
an assignment restriction or preclusion shall 
have the same appeal rights as provided by 
the Department regarding denial or revoca-
tion of a security clearance. Any such appeal 
shall be resolved not later than 60 days after 
such appeal is filed.’’. 

(c) NOTICE AND CERTIFICATION.—Not later 
than 90 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall revise, and 
certify to the appropriate congressional 
committees regarding such revision, the For-
eign Affairs Manual guidance regarding de-
nial or revocation of a security clearance to 
expressly state that all review and appeal 
rights relating thereto shall also apply to 
any recommendation or decision to impose 
an assignment restriction or preclusion to an 
employee. 

SEC. 312. RECALL AND REEMPLOYMENT OF CA-
REER MEMBERS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) career Department employees provide 
invaluable service to the United States as 
nonpartisan professionals who contribute 
subject matter expertise and professional 
skills to the successful development and exe-
cution of United States foreign policy; and 

(2) re-employment of skilled former mem-
bers of the Foreign and civil service who 
have voluntarily separated from the Foreign 
or civil service due to family reasons or to 
obtain professional skills outside govern-
ment is of benefit to the Department. 

(b) REEMPLOYMENT.—Subsection (b) of sec-
tion 308 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 
U.S.C. 3948) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new sentence: ‘‘Former career 
tenured members of the Service seeking re-
appointment, if separated for other than 
cause for up to three years prior to the date 
of the enactment of this sentence, shall be 
eligible to participate in the regular assign-
ment bidding process without restriction and 
shall not be required to accept a directed 
first assignment upon reappointment.’’. 

(c) NOTICE OF EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNI-
TIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Title 5, United States 
Code, is amended by inserting after chapter 
102 the following new chapter: 

‘‘CHAPTER 103—NOTICE OF EMPLOYMENT 
OPPORTUNITIES FOR DEPARTMENT OF 
STATE AND USAID POSITIONS 

‘‘§ 10301. Notice of Employment Opportunities 
for Department of State and USAID posi-
tions 
‘‘To ensure that individuals who have sepa-

rated from the Department of State or the 
United States Agency for International De-
velopment and who are eligible for re-
appointment are aware of such opportuni-
ties, the Department of State and the United 
States Agency for International Develop-
ment shall publicize notice of all employ-
ment opportunities, including positions for 
which the relevant agency is accepting appli-
cations from individuals within the agency’s 
workforce under merit promotion proce-
dures, on publicly accessible sites, including 
www.usajobs.gov. If using merit promotion 
procedures, the notice shall expressly state 
that former employees eligible for reinstate-
ment may apply.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart I of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘10301. Notice of employment opportunities 
for Department of State and 
USAID positions’’. 

SEC. 313. STRATEGIC STAFFING PLAN FOR THE 
DEPARTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a com-
prehensive five-year strategic staffing plan 
for the Department that is aligned with and 
furthers the objectives of the National Secu-
rity Strategy of the United States of Amer-
ica issued in December 2017, or any subse-
quent strategy issued not later than 18 
months after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, which shall include the following: 

(1) A dataset displaying comprehensive 
workforce data, including all shortages in 
bureaus described in GAO report GAO-19-220, 
for all current and planned employees of the 
Department, disaggregated by— 

(A) Foreign Service officer and Foreign 
Service specialist rank; 

(B) civil service job skill code, grade level, 
and bureau of assignment; 

(C) contracted employees, including the 
equivalent job skill code and bureau of as-
signment; and 

(D) employees hired under schedule C of 
subpart C of part 213 of title 5, Code of Fed-
eral Regulations, including the equivalent 
grade and job skill code and bureau of as-
signment of such employee. 

(2) Recommendations on the number of 
Foreign Service officers disaggregated by 
service cone that should be posted at each 
United States diplomatic post and in the 
District of Columbia, with a detailed basis 
for such recommendations. 

(3) Recommendations on the number of 
civil service officers that should be employed 
by the Department, with a detailed basis for 
such recommendations. 

(b) MAINTENANCE.—The dataset required 
under subsection (a)(1) shall be maintained 
and updated on a regular basis. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
lead the development of the plan required 
under subsection (a) but may consult or 
partner with private sector entities with ex-
pertise in labor economics, management, or 
human resources, as well as organizations fa-
miliar with the demands and needs of the De-
partment’s workforce. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of State shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report re-
garding root causes of Foreign Service and 
civil service shortages, the effect of such 
shortages on national security objectives, 
and the Department’s plan to implement rec-
ommendations described in GAO-19-220. 
SEC. 314. CONSULTING SERVICES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 103 of title 5, 
United States Code, as added by section 313 
of this Act, is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 
‘‘§ 10302. Consulting services for the Depart-

ment of State 
‘‘Any consulting service obtained by the 

Department of State through procurement 
contract pursuant to section 3109 of title 5, 
United States Code, shall be limited to those 
contracts with respect to which expenditures 
are a matter of public record and available 
for public inspection, except if otherwise 
provided under existing law, or under exist-
ing executive order issued pursuant to exist-
ing law.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart I of title 5, United 
States Code, is amended by adding after the 
item relating to section 10302 the following 
new item: 
‘‘10302. Consulting services for the Depart-

ment of State’’. 
SEC. 315. INCENTIVES FOR CRITICAL POSTS. 

Section 1115(d) of the Supplemental Appro-
priations Act, 2009 (Public Law 111–32) is 
amended by striking the last sentence. 
SEC. 316. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CER-

TAIN ACCOUNTABILITY REVIEW 
BOARDS. 

Section 301(a)(3) of the Omnibus Diplo-
matic Security and Antiterrorism Act of 1986 
(22 U.S.C. 4831(a)(3)) is amended— 

(1) in the heading, by striking ‘‘AFGHANI-
STAN AND’’ and inserting ‘‘AFGHANISTAN, 
YEMEN, SYRIA, AND’’; and 

(2) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘Afghanistan 

or’’ and inserting ‘‘Afghanistan, Yemen, 
Syria, or’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘beginning on 
October 1, 2005, and ending on September 30, 
2009’’ and inserting ‘‘beginning on October 1, 
2019, and ending on September 30, 2022’’. 
SEC. 317. FOREIGN SERVICE SUSPENSION WITH-

OUT PAY. 
Subsection (c) of section 610 of the Foreign 

Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 4010) is amend-
ed— 
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(1) in paragraph (1), in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘sus-
pend’’ and inserting ‘‘indefinitely suspend 
without duties’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-
graph (7); 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (4) the fol-
lowing new paragraphs: 

‘‘(5) Any member of the Service suspended 
from duties under this subsection may be 
suspended without pay only after a final 
written decision is provided to such member 
under paragraph (2). 

‘‘(6) If no final written decision under para-
graph (2) has been provided within one cal-
endar year of the date the suspension at 
issue was proposed, not later than 30 days 
thereafter the Secretary of State shall re-
port to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate in 
writing regarding the specific reasons for 
such delay.’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (7), as so redesignated— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(7) In this subsection:’’; 
(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘(A) 

The term’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘(7) In this subsection, the term’’; 
(C) by striking subparagraph (B) (relating 

to the definition of ‘‘suspend’’ and ‘‘suspen-
sion’’); and 

(D) by redesignating clauses (i) and (ii) as 
subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively; and 
moving such subparagraphs two ems to the 
left. 

SEC. 318. FOREIGN AFFAIRS MANUAL AND FOR-
EIGN AFFAIRS HANDBOOK 
CHANGES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and every 180 days thereafter for five years, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report de-
tailing all changes made to the Foreign Af-
fairs Manual or the Foreign Affairs Hand-
book. 

(b) COVERED PERIODS.—The first report re-
quired under subsection (a) shall cover the 
five year period preceding the submission of 
such report. Each subsequent report shall 
cover the 180 day period preceding submis-
sion. 

(c) CONTENTS.—Each report required under 
subsection (a) shall contain the following: 

(1) The location within the Foreign Affairs 
Manual or the Foreign Affairs Handbook 
where a change has been made. 

(2) The statutory basis for each such 
change. 

(3) A side-by-side comparison of the For-
eign Affairs Manual or Foreign Affairs Hand-
book before and after such change. 

(4) A summary of such changes displayed 
in spreadsheet form. 

SEC. 319. WAIVER AUTHORITY FOR INDIVIDUAL 
OCCUPATIONAL REQUIREMENTS OF 
CERTAIN POSITIONS. 

The Secretary of State may waive any or 
all of the individual occupational require-
ments with respect to an employee or pro-
spective employee of the Department of 
State for a civilian position categorized 
under the GS-0130 occupational series if the 
Secretary determines that the individual 
possesses significant scientific, techno-
logical, engineering, or mathematical exper-
tise that is integral to performing the duties 
of the applicable position, based on dem-
onstrated job performance and qualifying ex-
perience. With respect to each waiver grant-
ed under this subsection, the Secretary shall 
set forth in a written document that is 
transmitted to the Director of the Office of 
Personnel Management the rationale for the 
decision of the Secretary to waive such re-
quirements. 

SEC. 320. STANDARDIZING DEPARTMENT PAREN-
TAL LEAVE POLICIES. 

(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to— 

(1) afford every employee at the Depart-
ment equal access to leave and workplace 
flexibilities for childbirth, adoption, and fos-
ter care; 

(2) encourage the Department to work to-
wards a parental leave policy that will help 
recruit and retain a dynamic, multi-tal-
ented, and diverse workforce capable of 
meeting the national security and foreign 
policy goals of the United States; and 

(3) determine the impacts of flexible leave 
policies on recruitment and retention rates. 

(b) ESTABLISHING STANDARD PARENTAL 
LEAVE POLICIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish and implement 
a standard parental leave policy applicable 
to Department employees across all bureaus 
and offices within the Department and Mis-
sions abroad. Nothing in this section shall be 
construed to provide any new category of 
leave not otherwise provided by law. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report describ-
ing— 

(A) the steps taken to implement the pol-
icy required under paragraph (1) across all 
bureaus and offices within the Department 
and Missions abroad; and 

(B) any costs associated with such policy. 
SEC. 321. APPOINTMENT OF EMPLOYEES TO THE 

GLOBAL ENGAGEMENT CENTER. 
The Secretary may appoint, for a three 

year period that may be extended for up to 
an additional two years, solely to carry out 
the functions of the Global Engagement Cen-
ter, employees of the Department without 
regard to the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, governing appointment in the 
competitive service, and may fix the basic 
compensation of such employees without re-
gard to chapter 51 and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of such title. 
SEC. 322. REST AND RECUPERATION AND OVER-

SEAS OPERATIONS LEAVE FOR FED-
ERAL EMPLOYEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 
63 of title 5, United States Code, is amended 
by adding at the end the following new sec-
tions: 
‘‘§ 6329d. Rest and recuperation leave 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘agency’ means an Executive 

agency (as that term is defined in section 
105), but does not include the Government 
Accountability Office; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘combat zone’ means a geo-
graphic area designated by an Executive 
Order of the President as an area in which 
the Armed Forces are engaging or have en-
gaged in combat, an area designated by law 
to be treated as a combat zone, or a location 
the Department of Defense has certified for 
combat zone tax benefits due to its direct 
support of military operations; 

‘‘(3) the term ‘employee’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 6301; 

‘‘(4) the term ‘high risk, high threat post’ 
has the meaning given that term in section 
104 of the Omnibus Diplomatic Security and 
Antiterrorism Act of 1986 (22 U.S.C. 4803); and 

‘‘(5) the term ‘leave year’ means the period 
beginning on the first day of the first com-
plete pay period in a calendar year and end-
ing on the day immediately before the first 
day of the first complete pay period in the 
following calendar year. 

‘‘(b) LEAVE FOR REST AND RECUPERATION.— 
The head of an agency may prescribe regula-
tions to grant up to 20 days of paid leave, per 

leave year, for the purposes of rest and recu-
peration to an employee of the agency serv-
ing in a combat zone, any other high risk, 
high threat post, or any other location pre-
senting significant security or operational 
challenges. 

‘‘(c) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY OF AGENCY 
HEAD.—Use of the authority under sub-
section (b) is at the sole and exclusive discre-
tion of the head of the agency concerned. 

‘‘(d) RECORDS.—An agency shall record 
leave provided under this section separately 
from leave authorized under any other provi-
sion of law. 
‘‘§ 6329e. Overseas operations leave 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the term ‘agency’ means an Executive 

agency (as that term is defined in section 
105), but does not include the Government 
Accountability Office; 

‘‘(2) the term ‘employee’ has the meaning 
given that term in section 6301; and 

‘‘(3) the term ‘leave year’ means the period 
beginning with the first day of the first com-
plete pay period in a calendar year and end-
ing with the day immediately before the first 
day of the first complete pay period in the 
following calendar year. 

‘‘(b) LEAVE FOR OVERSEAS OPERATIONS.— 
The head of an agency may prescribe regula-
tions to grant up to 10 days of paid leave, per 
leave year, to an employee of the agency 
serving abroad where the conduct of business 
could pose potential security or safety re-
lated risks or would be inconsistent with 
host-country practice. Such regulations may 
provide that additional leave days may be 
granted during such leave year if the head of 
the agency determines that to do so is nec-
essary to advance the national security or 
foreign policy interests of the United States. 

‘‘(c) DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY OF AGENCY 
HEAD.—Use of the authority under sub-
section (b) is at the sole and exclusive discre-
tion of the head of the agency concerned. 

‘‘(d) RECORDS.—An agency shall record 
leave provided under this section separately 
from leave authorized under any other provi-
sion of law.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.—The table of 
sections at the beginning of such chapter is 
amended by inserting after the item relating 
to section 6329c the following new items: 
‘‘6329d. Rest and recuperation leave. 
‘‘6329e. Overseas operations leave.’’. 

TITLE IV—A DIVERSE WORKFORCE: RE-
CRUITMENT, RETENTION, AND PRO-
MOTION 

SEC. 401. DEFINITIONS. 
In this title: 
(1) APPLICANT FLOW DATA.—The term ‘‘ap-

plicant flow data’’ means data that tracks 
the rate of applications for job positions 
among demographic categories. 

(2) DEMOGRAPHIC DATA.—The term ‘‘demo-
graphic data’’ means facts or statistics relat-
ing to the demographic categories specified 
in the Office of Management and Budget sta-
tistical policy directive entitled ‘‘Standards 
for Maintaining, Collecting, and Presenting 
Federal Data on Race and Ethnicity’’ (81 
Fed. Reg. 67398). 

(3) DIVERSITY.—The term ‘‘diversity’’ 
means those classes of persons protected 
under the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 
2000a et seq.) and the Americans with Dis-
abilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.). 

(4) WORKFORCE.—The term ‘‘workforce’’ 
means— 

(A) individuals serving in a position in the 
civil service (as defined in section 2101 of 
title 5, United States Code); 

(B) individuals who are members of the 
Foreign Service (as defined in section 103 of 
the Foreign Service Act of 1980 (22 U.S.C. 
3902)); 
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(C) all individuals serving under a personal 

services agreement or personal services con-
tract; 

(D) all individuals serving under a Foreign 
Service Limited appointment under section 
309 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980; or 

(E) individuals working in the Department 
of State under any other authority. 
SEC. 402. COLLECTION, ANALYSIS, AND DISSEMI-

NATION OF WORKFORCE DATA. 
(a) INITIAL REPORT.—Not later than 180 

days after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall, in consultation 
with the Director of the Office of Personnel 
Management and the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget, submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port, which shall also be posted on a publicly 
available website of the Department in a 
searchable database format, that includes 
disaggregated demographic data and other 
information regarding the diversity of the 
workforce of the Department. 

(b) DATA.—The report under subsection (a) 
shall include the following data: 

(1) Demographic data on each element of 
the workforce of the Department, 
disaggregated by rank and grade or grade- 
equivalent, with respect to the following 
groups: 

(A) Applicants for positions in the Depart-
ment. 

(B) Individuals hired to join the workforce. 
(C) Individuals promoted during the 2-year 

period ending on the date of the enactment 
of this Act, including promotions to and 
within the Senior Executive Service or the 
Senior Foreign Service. 

(D) Individuals serving on applicable selec-
tion boards. 

(E) Members of any external advisory com-
mittee or board who are subject to appoint-
ment by individuals at senior positions in 
the Department. 

(F) Individuals participating in profes-
sional development programs of the Depart-
ment, and the extent to which such partici-
pants have been placed into senior positions 
within the Department after such participa-
tion. 

(G) Individuals participating in mentorship 
or retention programs. 

(H) Individuals who separated from the 
agency during the 2-year period ending on 
the date of the enactment of this Act, in-
cluding individuals in the Senior Executive 
Service or the Senior Foreign Service. 

(2) An assessment of agency compliance 
with the essential elements identified in 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
Management Directive 715, effective October 
1, 2003. 

(3) Data on the overall number of individ-
uals who are part of the workforce, the per-
centages of such workforce corresponding to 
each element listed in section 401(4), and the 
percentages corresponding to each rank, 
grade, or grade-equivalent. 

(c) RECOMMENDATION.—The Secretary may 
include in the report under subsection (a) a 
recommendation to the Director of Office of 
Management and Budget and to the appro-
priate congressional committees regarding 
whether the Department should collect more 
detailed data on demographic categories in 
addition to the race and ethnicity categories 
specified in the Office of Management and 
Budget statistical policy directive entitled 
‘‘Standards for Maintaining, Collecting, and 
Presenting Federal Data on Race and Eth-
nicity’’ (81 Fed. Reg. 67398). 

(d) OTHER CONTENTS.—The report under 
subsection (a) shall also describe and assess 
the effectiveness of the efforts of the Depart-
ment— 

(1) to propagate fairness, impartiality, and 
inclusion in the work environment, both do-
mestically and abroad; 

(2) to enforce anti-harassment and anti-dis-
crimination policies, both domestically and 
at posts overseas; 

(3) to refrain from engaging in unlawful 
discrimination in any phase of the employ-
ment process, including recruitment, hiring, 
evaluation, assignments, promotion, reten-
tion, and training; 

(4) to prevent illegal retaliation against 
employees for participating in a protected 
equal employment opportunity activity or 
for reporting sexual harassment or sexual as-
sault; 

(5) to provide reasonable accommodation 
for qualified employees and applicants with 
disabilities; and 

(6) to recruit a representative workforce 
by— 

(A) recruiting women and minorities; 
(B) recruiting at women’s colleges, histori-

cally Black colleges and universities, minor-
ity-serving institutions, and other institu-
tions serving a significant percentage of mi-
nority students; 

(C) placing job advertisements in news-
papers, magazines, and job sites oriented to-
ward women and minorities; 

(D) sponsoring and recruiting at job fairs 
in urban and rural communities and land- 
grant colleges or universities; 

(E) providing opportunities through the 
Foreign Service Internship Program under 
chapter 12 of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 
(22 U.S.C. 4141 et seq.) and other hiring ini-
tiatives; 

(F) recruiting mid-level and senior-level 
professionals through programs designed to 
increase minority representation in inter-
national affairs; 

(G) offering the Foreign Service written 
and oral assessment examinations in several 
locations throughout the United States to 
reduce the burden of applicants having to 
travel at their own expense to take either or 
both such examinations; and 

(H) support recruiting and hiring opportu-
nities through— 

(i) the Charles B. Rangel International Af-
fairs Fellowship Program; 

(ii) the Thomas R. Pickering Foreign Af-
fairs Fellowship Program; 

(iii) the Donald M. Payne International De-
velopment Fellowship Program; and 

(iv) other initiatives, including agency- 
wide policy initiatives. 

(e) ANNUAL UPDATES.—Not later than one 
year after the publication of the report re-
quired under subsection (a) and annually 
thereafter for the following five years, the 
Secretary shall work with the Director of 
the Office of Personnel Management and the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget to provide a report to the appropriate 
congressional committees, which shall be 
posted on the Department’s website, which 
may be included in another annual report re-
quired under another provision of law, that 
includes— 

(1) disaggregated demographic data relat-
ing to the workforce and information on the 
status of diversity and inclusion efforts of 
the Department; 

(2) an analysis of applicant flow data; and 
(3) disaggregated demographic data relat-

ing to participants in professional develop-
ment programs of the Department and the 
rate of placement into senior positions for 
participants in such programs. 
SEC. 403. EXIT INTERVIEWS FOR WORKFORCE. 

(a) RETAINED MEMBERS.—The Director Gen-
eral of the Foreign Service and the Director 
of Human Resources of the Department 
should conduct periodic interviews with a 
representative and diverse cross-section of 
the workforce of the Department— 

(1) to understand the reasons of individuals 
in such workforce for remaining in a position 
in the Department; and 

(2) to receive feedback on workplace poli-
cies, professional development opportunities, 
and other issues affecting the decision of in-
dividuals in the workforce to remain in the 
Department. 

(b) DEPARTING MEMBERS.—The Director 
General of the Foreign Service and the Di-
rector of Human Resources shall provide an 
opportunity for an exit interview to each in-
dividual in the workforce of the Department 
who separates from service with the Depart-
ment to better understand the reasons of 
such individual for leaving such service. 

(c) USE OF ANALYSIS FROM INTERVIEWS.— 
The Director General of the Foreign Service 
and the Director of Human Resources shall 
analyze demographic data and other infor-
mation obtained through interviews under 
subsections (a) and (b) to determine— 

(1) to what extent, if any, the diversity of 
those participating in such interviews im-
pacts the results; and 

(2) whether to implement any policy 
changes or include any recommendations in 
a report required under subsection (a) or (e) 
of section 402 relating to the determination 
reached pursuant to paragraph (1). 

(d) TRACKING DATA.—The Department 
shall— 

(1) track demographic data relating to par-
ticipants in professional development pro-
grams and the rate of placement into senior 
positions for participants in such programs; 

(2) annually evaluate such data— 
(A) to identify ways to improve outreach 

and recruitment for such programs, con-
sistent with merit system principles; and 

(B) to understand the extent to which par-
ticipation in any professional development 
program offered or sponsored by the Depart-
ment differs among the demographic cat-
egories of the workforce; and 

(3) actively encourage participation from a 
range of demographic categories, especially 
from categories with consistently low par-
ticipation, in such professional development 
programs. 
SEC. 404. RECRUITMENT AND RETENTION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary should— 
(1) continue to seek a diverse and talented 

pool of applicants; and 
(2) instruct the Director General of the 

Foreign Service and the Director of the Bu-
reau of Human Resources of the Department 
to have a recruitment plan of action for the 
recruitment of people belonging to tradition-
ally under-represented groups, which should 
include outreach at appropriate colleges, 
universities, affinity groups, and profes-
sional associations. 

(b) SCOPE.—The diversity recruitment ini-
tiatives described in subsection (a) should in-
clude— 

(1) recruiting at women’s colleges, histori-
cally Black colleges and universities, minor-
ity-serving institutions, and other institu-
tions serving a significant percentage of mi-
nority students; 

(2) placing job advertisements in news-
papers, magazines, and job sites oriented to-
ward diverse groups; 

(3) sponsoring and recruiting at job fairs in 
urban and rural communities and land-grant 
colleges or universities; 

(4) providing opportunities through highly 
respected, international leadership pro-
grams, that focus on diversity recruitment 
and retention; and 

(5) cultivating partnerships with organiza-
tions dedicated to the advancement of the 
profession of international affairs and na-
tional security to advance shared diversity 
goals. 

(c) EXPAND TRAINING ON ANTI-HARASSMENT 
AND ANTI-DISCRIMINATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, 
through the Foreign Service Institute and 
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other educational and training opportuni-
ties— 

(A) ensure the provision of training on 
anti-harassment and anti-discrimination in-
formation and policies to all individuals in 
the workforce; 

(B) expand the provision of training on 
workplace rights and responsibilities to 
focus on anti-harassment and anti-discrimi-
nation information and policies, including 
policies relating to sexual assault prevention 
and response; and 

(C) make such expanded training manda-
tory for— 

(i) individuals in senior and supervisory po-
sitions; 

(ii) individuals having responsibilities re-
lated to recruitment, retention, or pro-
motion of employees; and 

(iii) any other individual determined by 
the Department who needs such training 
based on analysis by the Department or OPM 
analysis. 

(2) BEST PRACTICES.—The Department shall 
give special attention to ensuring the con-
tinuous incorporation of research-based best 
practices in training provided under this sub-
section. 
SEC. 405. LEADERSHIP ENGAGEMENT AND AC-

COUNTABILITY. 
(a) REWARD AND RECOGNIZE EFFORTS TO 

PROMOTE DIVERSITY AND INCLUSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall im-

plement performance and advancement re-
quirements that reward and recognize the ef-
forts of individuals in senior positions and 
supervisors in the Department in fostering 
an inclusive environment and cultivating 
talent consistent with merit system prin-
ciples, such as through participation in men-
toring programs or sponsorship initiatives, 
recruitment events, and other similar oppor-
tunities. 

(2) OUTREACH EVENTS.—The Secretary shall 
create opportunities for individuals in senior 
positions and supervisors in the Department 
to participate in outreach events and to dis-
cuss issues relating to diversity and inclu-
sion with the workforce on a regular basis, 
including with employee resource groups. 

(b) EXTERNAL ADVISORY COMMITTEES AND 
BOARDS.—For each external advisory com-
mittee or board to which individuals in sen-
ior positions in the Department appoint 
members, the Secretary is strongly encour-
aged by Congress to ensure such external ad-
visory committee or board is developed, re-
viewed, and carried out by qualified teams 
that represent the diversity of the organiza-
tion. 
SEC. 406. PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT OPPOR-

TUNITIES AND TOOLS. 
(a) EXPAND PROVISION OF PROFESSIONAL DE-

VELOPMENT AND CAREER ADVANCEMENT OP-
PORTUNITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to expand professional development op-
portunities that support the mission needs of 
the Department, such as— 

(A) academic programs; 
(B) private-public exchanges; and 
(C) detail assignments to relevant posi-

tions in— 
(i) private or international organizations; 
(ii) State, local, and Tribal governments; 
(iii) other branches of the Federal Govern-

ment; or 
(iv) professional schools of international 

affairs. 
(2) TRAINING FOR SENIOR POSITIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall offer, 

or sponsor members of the workforce to par-
ticipate in, a Senior Executive Service can-
didate development program or other pro-
gram that trains members on the skills re-
quired for appointment to senior positions in 
the Department. 

(B) REQUIREMENTS.—In determining which 
members of the workforce are granted pro-
fessional development or career advance-
ment opportunities under subparagraph (A), 
the Secretary shall— 

(i) ensure any program offered or sponsored 
by the Department under such subparagraph 
comports with the requirements of subpart C 
of part 412 of title 5, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, or any successor thereto, including 
merit staffing and assessment requirements; 

(ii) consider the number of expected vacan-
cies in senior positions as a factor in deter-
mining the number of candidates to select 
for such programs; 

(iii) understand how participation in any 
program offered or sponsored by the Depart-
ment under such subparagraph differs by 
gender, race, national origin, disability sta-
tus, or other demographic categories; and 

(iv) actively encourage participation from 
a range of demographic categories, espe-
cially from categories with consistently low 
participation. 
SEC. 407. EXAMINATION AND ORAL ASSESSMENT 

FOR THE FOREIGN SERVICE. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Department should offer 
both the Foreign Service written examina-
tion and oral assessment in more locations 
throughout the United States. Doing so 
would ease the financial burden on potential 
candidates who do not currently reside in 
and must travel at their own expense to one 
of the few locations where these assessments 
are offered. 

(b) FOREIGN SERVICE EXAMINATIONS.—Sec-
tion 301(b) of the Foreign Service Act of 1980 
(22 U.S.C. 3941) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and insert-
ing: ‘‘(1) The Secretary’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(2) The Secretary shall ensure that the 
Board of Examiners for the Foreign Service 
annually offers the oral assessment examina-
tions described in paragraph (1) in cities, 
chosen on a rotating basis, located in at 
least three different time zones across the 
United States.’’. 
SEC. 408. PAYNE FELLOWSHIP AUTHORIZATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Undergraduate and grad-
uate components of the Donald M. Payne 
International Development Fellowship Pro-
gram may conduct outreach to attract out-
standing students with an interest in pur-
suing a Foreign Service career who represent 
diverse ethnic and socioeconomic back-
grounds. 

(b) REVIEW OF PAST PROGRAMS.—The Sec-
retary shall review past programs designed 
to increase minority representation in inter-
national affairs positions. 
SEC. 409. VOLUNTARY PARTICIPATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this title 
should be construed so as to compel any em-
ployee to participate in the collection of the 
data or divulge any personal information. 
Department employees shall be informed 
that their participation in the data collec-
tion contemplated by this title is voluntary. 

(b) PRIVACY PROTECTION.—Any data col-
lected under this title shall be subject to the 
relevant privacy protection statutes and reg-
ulations applicable to Federal employees. 

TITLE V—INFORMATION SECURITY 
SEC. 501. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) INFORMATION SYSTEM.—The term ‘‘infor-

mation system’’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 3502 of title 44, United States 
Code. 

(2) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘‘intelligence community’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 3(4) of the Na-
tional Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003(4)). 

(3) RELEVANT CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘relevant congressional 
committees’’ means— 

(A) the appropriate congressional commit-
tees; 

(B) the Select Committee on Intelligence 
of the Senate; and 

(C) the Permanent Select Committee on 
Intelligence of the House of Representatives. 
SEC. 502. INFORMATION SYSTEM SECURITY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) INCIDENT.—The term ‘‘incident’’ has the 

meaning given such term in section 3552(b) of 
title 44, United States Code. 

(2) PENETRATION TEST.—The term ‘‘penetra-
tion test’’ means a test methodology in 
which assessors attempt to circumvent or 
defeat the security features of an informa-
tion system. 

(b) CONSULTATIONS PROCESS.—Not later 
than 60 days after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary shall establish a 
process for conducting semiannual consulta-
tions with the Secretary of Defense, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, and any other 
department or agency representative who 
the Secretary determines to be appropriate 
regarding the security of United States Gov-
ernment and nongovernmental information 
systems used or operated by the Department, 
a contractor of the Department, or another 
organization on behalf of the Department, 
including any such systems or networks fa-
cilitating the use of sensitive or classified 
information. 

(c) INDEPENDENT PENETRATION TESTING OF 
INFORMATION SYSTEMS.—In coordination with 
the consultations under subsection (b), the 
Secretary shall commission independent, 
semiannual penetration tests, which shall be 
carried out by an appropriate Federal de-
partment or agency other than the Depart-
ment, such as the Department of Homeland 
Security or the National Security Agency, to 
ensure that adequate policies and protec-
tions are implemented to detect and prevent 
penetrations or compromises of such infor-
mation systems, including malicious intru-
sions by any unauthorized individual, state 
actor, or other entity. 

(d) WAIVER.—The Secretary may waive the 
requirement under subsection (c) for up to 
one year if the Secretary— 

(1) determines that such requirement 
would have adverse effects on national secu-
rity or the diplomatic mission of the Depart-
ment; and 

(2) not later than 30 days after the com-
mencement of such a determination, submits 
to the relevant congressional committees a 
written justification that describes how such 
penetration tests would undermine national 
security or the diplomatic mission of the De-
partment. 

(e) INCIDENT REPORTING.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act and annually thereafter for three 
years, the Secretary, in consultation with 
the Secretary of Defense, the Director of the 
National Intelligence, the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, and any other depart-
ment or agency representative who the Sec-
retary determines to be appropriate, shall se-
curely submit to the relevant congressional 
committees a classified report that describes 
in detail the following: 

(1) For the first reporting period, all 
known and suspected incidents affecting the 
information systems specified in subsection 
(b) that occurred during the 180-day period 
immediately preceding the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

(2) For all subsequent reporting periods, all 
known and suspected incidents affecting the 
information systems specified in subsection 
(b) that occurred since the submission of the 
most recent report. 
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(f) CONTENTS.—Each report under sub-

section (e) shall include, for the relevant re-
porting period, a summary overview address-
ing the following: 

(1) A description of the relevant informa-
tion system, as specified in subsection (b), 
that experienced a known or suspected inci-
dent. 

(2) An assessment of the date and time 
each such incident occurred or was suspected 
to have occurred. 

(3) An assessment of the duration over 
which each such incident took place or is 
suspected of having taken place, including 
whether such incident is ongoing. 

(4) An assessment of the volume and sensi-
tivity of information accessed, compromised, 
or potentially compromised by each inci-
dent, including any such information con-
tained on information systems owned, oper-
ated, managed, or utilized by any other Fed-
eral department or agency. 

(5) An assessment of whether such informa-
tion system was compromised by such inci-
dent, including an assessment of the fol-
lowing: 

(A) The known or suspected perpetrators, 
including state actors. 

(B) The methods used to carry out the inci-
dent. 

(C) The known or suspected intent of the 
actors in accessing the information system. 

(6) A description of the actions the Depart-
ment has taken or plans to take, including 
timelines and descriptions of any progress on 
plans described in prior reports, to prevent 
future, similar incidents affecting such in-
formation systems. 
SEC. 503. PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTING WITH 

CERTAIN TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
PROVIDERS. 

(a) LIST OF COVERED CONTRACTORS.—Not 
later than 30 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the Director of National Intel-
ligence, shall develop or maintain, as the 
case may be, and update as frequently as the 
Secretary determines appropriate, a list of 
covered contractors with respect to which 
the prohibition specified in subsection (b) 
shall apply. Not later than 30 days after the 
initial development of the list under this 
subsection, any update thereto, and annually 
thereafter for five years after such initial 30 
day period, the Secretary shall submit to the 
appropriate congressional committees a copy 
of such list. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON CONTRACTS.—The Sec-
retary may not enter into a contract with a 
covered contractor on the list described in 
subsection (a). 

(c) REMOVAL FROM LIST.—To be removed 
from the list described in subsection (a), a 
covered contractor may submit a request to 
the Secretary in such manner as the Sec-
retary determines appropriate. The Sec-
retary, in consultation with the Director of 
National Intelligence, shall determine a 
process for removing covered contractors 
from the list, as appropriate, and publicly 
disclose such process. 

(d) WAIVERS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The President or the Sec-

retary may waive the prohibition specified 
in subsection (b) if the President or the Sec-
retary determines that such waiver is justi-
fied for national security reasons. 

(2) WAIVER FOR OVERSEAS OPERATIONS.—The 
Secretary may waive the prohibition speci-
fied in subsection (b) for United States diplo-
matic posts or diplomatic personnel overseas 
if the Secretary, in consultation with the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, determines 
that no suitable alternatives are available. 

(e) COVERED CONTRACTOR DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘covered contractor’’ 
means a provider of telecommunications, 
telecommunications equipment, or informa-

tion technology equipment, including hard-
ware, software, or services, that has know-
ingly assisted or facilitated a cyber attack 
or conducted surveillance, including passive 
or active monitoring, carried out against— 

(1) the United States by, or on behalf of, 
any government, or persons associated with 
such government, listed as a cyber threat 
actor in the intelligence community’s 2017 
assessment of worldwide threats to United 
States national security or any subsequent 
worldwide threat assessment of the intel-
ligence community; or 

(2) individuals, including activists, journal-
ists, opposition politicians, or other individ-
uals for the purposes of suppressing dissent 
or intimidating critics, on behalf of a coun-
try included in the annual country reports 
on human rights practices of the Department 
for systematic acts of political repression, 
including arbitrary arrest or detention, tor-
ture, extrajudicial or politically motivated 
killing, or other gross violations of human 
rights. 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
apply with respect to contracts of a covered 
contractor entered into on or after the date 
of the enactment of this Act. 
SEC. 504. PRESERVING RECORDS OF ELEC-

TRONIC COMMUNICATIONS CON-
DUCTED RELATED TO OFFICIAL DU-
TIES OF POSITIONS IN THE PUBLIC 
TRUST OF THE AMERICAN PEOPLE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that, as a matter of rule of law and 
transparency in a democratic government, 
all officers and employees of the Department 
and the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development must preserve all 
records of communications conducted in 
their official capacities or related to their 
official duties with entities outside of the 
United States Government. It is further the 
sense of Congress that such practice should 
include foreign government officials or other 
foreign entities which may seek to influence 
United States Government policies and ac-
tions. 

(b) PUBLICATION.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall publish in the Foreign 
Affairs Manual guidance implementing chap-
ter 31 of title 44, United States Code (com-
monly referred to as the ‘‘Federal Records 
Act’’), to treat electronic messaging sys-
tems, software, and applications as equiva-
lent to electronic mail for the purpose of 
identifying Federal records, and shall also 
publish in the Foreign Affairs Manual the 
statutory penalties for failure to comply 
with such guidance. No funds are authorized 
to be appropriated or made available to the 
Department of State under any Act to sup-
port the use or establishment of accounts on 
third-party messaging applications or other 
non-Government online communication 
tools if the Secretary does not certify to the 
relevant congressional committees that the 
Secretary has carried out this section. 
SEC. 505. FOREIGN RELATIONS OF THE UNITED 

STATES (FRUS) SERIES AND DECLAS-
SIFICATION. 

The State Department Basic Authorities 
Act of 1956 is amended— 

(1) in section 401(c) (22 U.S.C. 4351(c)), by 
striking ‘‘30’’ and inserting ‘‘25’’; 

(2) in section 402(a)(2) (22 U.S.C. 4352(a)(2)), 
by striking ‘‘26’’ and inserting ‘‘20’’; and 

(3) in section 404 (22 U.S.C. 4354)— 
(A) in subsection (a)(1), by striking 

‘‘30’’and inserting ‘‘25’’; and 
(B) in subsection (c)(1)(C), by striking ‘‘30’’ 

and inserting ‘‘25’’. 
SEC. 506. VULNERABILITY DISCLOSURE POLICY 

AND BUG BOUNTY PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) BUG BOUNTY PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘bug 

bounty program’’ means a program under 

which an approved individual, organization, 
or company is temporarily authorized to 
identify and report vulnerabilities of inter-
net-facing information technology of the De-
partment in exchange for compensation. 

(2) DEPARTMENT.—The term ‘‘Department’’ 
means the Department of State. 

(3) INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY.—The term 
‘‘information technology’’ has the meaning 
given such term in section 11101 of title 40, 
United States Code. 

(4) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of State. 

(b) DEPARTMENT OF STATE VULNERABILITY 
DISCLOSURE PROCESS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall design, establish, and 
make publicly known a Vulnerability Disclo-
sure Process (VDP) to improve Department 
cybersecurity by— 

(A) providing security researchers with 
clear guidelines for— 

(i) conducting vulnerability discovery ac-
tivities directed at Department information 
technology; and 

(ii) submitting discovered security 
vulnerabilities to the Department; and 

(B) creating Department procedures and 
infrastructure to receive and fix discovered 
vulnerabilities. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In establishing the 
VDP pursuant to paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall— 

(A) identify which Department informa-
tion technology should be included in the 
process; 

(B) determine whether the process should 
differentiate among and specify the types of 
security vulnerabilities that may be tar-
geted; 

(C) provide a readily available means of re-
porting discovered security vulnerabilities 
and the form in which such vulnerabilities 
should be reported; 

(D) identify which Department offices and 
positions will be responsible for receiving, 
prioritizing, and addressing security vulner-
ability disclosure reports; 

(E) consult with the Attorney General re-
garding how to ensure that individuals, orga-
nizations, and companies that comply with 
the requirements of the process are pro-
tected from prosecution under section 1030 of 
title 18, United States Code, and similar pro-
visions of law for specific activities author-
ized under the process; 

(F) consult with the relevant offices at the 
Department of Defense that were responsible 
for launching the 2016 Vulnerability Disclo-
sure Program, ‘‘Hack the Pentagon’’, and 
subsequent Department of Defense bug boun-
ty programs; 

(G) engage qualified interested persons, in-
cluding nongovernmental sector representa-
tives, about the structure of the process as 
constructive and to the extent practicable; 
and 

(H) award contracts to entities, as nec-
essary, to manage the process and imple-
ment the remediation of discovered security 
vulnerabilities. 

(3) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than 180 
days after the establishment of the VDP 
under paragraph (1) and annually thereafter 
for the next six years, the Secretary of State 
shall submit to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate a report on the VDP, including infor-
mation relating to the following: 

(A) The number and severity, in accord-
ance with the National Vulnerabilities Data-
base of the National Institute of Standards 
and Technology, of security vulnerabilities 
reported. 
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(B) The number of previously unidentified 

security vulnerabilities remediated as a re-
sult. 

(C) The current number of outstanding pre-
viously unidentified security vulnerabilities 
and Department of State remediation plans. 

(D) The average length of time between the 
reporting of security vulnerabilities and re-
mediation of such vulnerabilities. 

(E) The resources, surge staffing, roles, and 
responsibilities within the Department used 
to implement the VDP and complete secu-
rity vulnerability remediation. 

(F) Any other information the Secretary 
determines relevant. 

(c) DEPARTMENT OF STATE BUG BOUNTY 
PILOT PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish a bug bounty 
pilot program to minimize security 
vulnerabilities of internet-facing informa-
tion technology of the Department. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In establishing the 
pilot program described in paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall— 

(A) provide compensation for reports of 
previously unidentified security 
vulnerabilities within the websites, applica-
tions, and other internet-facing information 
technology of the Department that are ac-
cessible to the public; 

(B) award contracts to entities, as nec-
essary, to manage such pilot program and for 
executing the remediation of security 
vulnerabilities identified pursuant to sub-
paragraph (A); 

(C) identify which Department information 
technology should be included in such pilot 
program; 

(D) consult with the Attorney General on 
how to ensure that individuals, organiza-
tions, or companies that comply with the re-
quirements of such pilot program are pro-
tected from prosecution under section 1030 of 
title 18, United States Code, and similar pro-
visions of law for specific activities author-
ized under such pilot program; 

(E) consult with the relevant offices at the 
Department of Defense that were responsible 
for launching the 2016 ‘‘Hack the Pentagon’’ 
pilot program and subsequent Department of 
Defense bug bounty programs; 

(F) develop a process by which an approved 
individual, organization, or company can 
register with the entity referred to in sub-
paragraph (B), submit to a background check 
as determined by the Department, and re-
ceive a determination as to eligibility for 
participation in such pilot program; 

(G) engage qualified interested persons, in-
cluding nongovernmental sector representa-
tives, about the structure of such pilot pro-
gram as constructive and to the extent prac-
ticable; and 

(H) consult with relevant United States 
Government officials to ensure that such 
pilot program complements persistent net-
work and vulnerability scans of the Depart-
ment of State’s internet-accessible systems, 
such as the scans conducted pursuant to 
Binding Operational Directive BOD–15–01. 

(3) DURATION.—The pilot program estab-
lished under paragraph (1) should be short- 
term in duration and not last longer than 
one year. 

(4) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date on which the bug bounty pilot pro-
gram under subsection (a) is completed, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations of the Senate and the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives a report on such pilot 
program, including information relating to— 

(A) the number of approved individuals, or-
ganizations, or companies involved in such 
pilot program, broken down by the number 

of approved individuals, organizations, or 
companies that— 

(i) registered; 
(ii) were approved; 
(iii) submitted security vulnerabilities; 

and 
(iv) received compensation; 
(B) the number and severity, in accordance 

with the National Vulnerabilities Database 
of the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology, of security vulnerabilities re-
ported as part of such pilot program; 

(C) the number of previously unidentified 
security vulnerabilities remediated as a re-
sult of such pilot program; 

(D) the current number of outstanding pre-
viously unidentified security vulnerabilities 
and Department remediation plans; 

(E) the average length of time between the 
reporting of security vulnerabilities and re-
mediation of such vulnerabilities; 

(F) the types of compensation provided 
under such pilot program; and 

(G) the lessons learned from such pilot pro-
gram. 

TITLE VI—PUBLIC DIPLOMACY 
SEC. 601. SHORT TITLE. 

This title may be cited as the ‘‘Public Di-
plomacy Modernization Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 602. AVOIDING DUPLICATION OF PROGRAMS 

AND EFFORTS. 
The Secretary shall— 
(1) identify opportunities for greater effi-

ciency of operations, including through im-
proved coordination of efforts across public 
diplomacy bureaus and offices of the Depart-
ment; and 

(2) maximize shared use of resources be-
tween, and within, such public diplomacy bu-
reaus and offices in cases in which programs, 
facilities, or administrative functions are 
duplicative or substantially overlapping. 
SEC. 603. IMPROVING RESEARCH AND EVALUA-

TION OF PUBLIC DIPLOMACY. 
(a) RESEARCH AND EVALUATION ACTIVI-

TIES.—The Secretary, acting through the Di-
rector of Research and Evaluation appointed 
pursuant to subsection (b), shall— 

(1) conduct regular research and evaluation 
of public diplomacy programs and activities 
of the Department, including through the 
routine use of audience research, digital ana-
lytics, and impact evaluations, to plan and 
execute such programs and activities; and 

(2) make available to Congress the findings 
of the research and evaluations conducted 
under paragraph (1). 

(b) DIRECTOR OF RESEARCH AND EVALUA-
TION.— 

(1) APPOINTMENT.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall appoint a Director of Re-
search and Evaluation (referred to in this 
subsection as the ‘‘Director’’) in the Office of 
Policy, Planning, and Resources for Public 
Diplomacy and Public Affairs of the Depart-
ment. 

(2) LIMITATION ON APPOINTMENT.—The ap-
pointment of the Director pursuant to para-
graph (1) shall not result in an increase in 
the overall full-time equivalent positions 
within the Department. 

(3) RESPONSIBILITIES.—The Director shall— 
(A) report to the Director of Policy Plan-

ning of the Office of Policy, Planning, and 
Resources for Public Diplomacy and Public 
Affairs of the Department; 

(B) coordinate and oversee the research 
and evaluation of public diplomacy programs 
and activities of the Department to— 

(i) improve public diplomacy strategies 
and tactics; and 

(ii) ensure that such programs and activi-
ties are increasing the knowledge, under-
standing, and trust of the United States by 
relevant target audiences; 

(C) routinely organize and oversee audi-
ence research, digital analytics, and impact 

evaluations across all public diplomacy bu-
reaus and offices of the Department; 

(D) support United States diplomatic 
posts’ public affairs sections; 

(E) share appropriate public diplomacy re-
search and evaluation information within 
the Department and with other appropriate 
Federal departments and agencies; 

(F) regularly design and coordinate stand-
ardized research questions, methodologies, 
and procedures to ensure that public diplo-
macy programs and activities across all pub-
lic diplomacy bureaus and offices are de-
signed to meet appropriate foreign policy ob-
jectives; and 

(G) report biannually to the United States 
Advisory Commission on Public Diplomacy, 
through the Subcommittee on Research and 
Evaluation established pursuant to sub-
section (f), regarding the research and eval-
uation of all public diplomacy bureaus and 
offices. 

(4) GUIDANCE AND TRAINING.—Not later than 
one year after the appointment of the Direc-
tor pursuant to paragraph (1), the Director 
shall develop guidance and training, includ-
ing curriculum for use by the Foreign Serv-
ice Institute, for all public diplomacy offi-
cers of the Department regarding the reading 
and interpretation of public diplomacy pro-
gram and activity evaluation findings to en-
sure that such findings and related lessons 
learned are implemented in the planning and 
evaluation of all public diplomacy programs 
and activities of the Department. 

(c) PRIORITIZING RESEARCH AND EVALUA-
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of Policy 
Planning of the Office of Policy, Planning, 
and Resources for Public Diplomacy and 
Public Affairs of the Department shall en-
sure that research and evaluation of public 
diplomacy and activities of the Department, 
as coordinated and overseen by the Director 
pursuant to subsection (b), supports stra-
tegic planning and resource allocation across 
all public diplomacy bureaus and offices of 
the Department. 

(2) ALLOCATION OF RESOURCES.—Amounts 
allocated for the purpose of research and 
evaluation of public diplomacy programs and 
activities of the Department pursuant to 
subsection (b) shall be made available to be 
disbursed at the direction of the Director 
among the research and evaluation staff 
across all public diplomacy bureaus and of-
fices of the Department. 

(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Department should gradu-
ally increase its allocation of funds made 
available under the headings ‘‘Educational 
and Cultural Exchange Programs’’ and ‘‘Dip-
lomatic Programs’’ for research and evalua-
tion of public diplomacy programs and ac-
tivities of the Department pursuant to sub-
section (b) to a percentage of program funds 
that is commensurate with Federal Govern-
ment best practices. 

(d) LIMITED EXEMPTION RELATING TO THE 
PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT.—Chapter 35 of 
title 44, United States Code (commonly 
known as the ‘‘Paperwork Reduction Act’’) 
shall not apply to the collection of informa-
tion directed at any individuals conducted 
by, or on behalf of, the Department for the 
purpose of audience research, monitoring, 
and evaluations, and in connection with the 
Department’s activities conducted pursuant 
to any of the following: 

(1) The United States Information and 
Educational Exchange Act of 1948 (22 U.S.C. 
1431 et seq.). 

(2) The Mutual Educational and Cultural 
Exchange Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2451 et seq.). 

(3) Section 1287 of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public 
Law 114–328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note). 
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(4) The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 

U.S.C. 2151 et seq.). 
(e) LIMITED EXEMPTION RELATING TO THE 

PRIVACY ACT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Department shall 

maintain, collect, use, and disseminate 
records (as such term is defined in section 
552a(a)(4) of title 5, United States Code) for 
audience research, digital analytics, and im-
pact evaluation of communications related 
to public diplomacy efforts intended for for-
eign audiences. 

(2) CONDITIONS.—Audience research, digital 
analytics, and impact evaluations under 
paragraph (1) shall be— 

(A) reasonably tailored to meet the pur-
poses of this subsection; and 

(B) carried out with due regard for privacy 
and civil liberties guidance and oversight. 

(f) UNITED STATES ADVISORY COMMISSION ON 
PUBLIC DIPLOMACY.— 

(1) SUBCOMMITTEE FOR RESEARCH AND EVAL-
UATION.—The United States Advisory Com-
mission on Public Diplomacy shall establish 
a Subcommittee on Research and Evaluation 
to monitor and advise regarding audience re-
search, digital analytics, and impact evalua-
tions carried out by the Department and the 
United States Agency for Global Media. 

(2) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Subcommittee on 
Research and Evaluation established pursu-
ant to paragraph (1) shall submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees an an-
nual report, in conjunction with the United 
States Advisory Commission on Public Di-
plomacy’s Comprehensive Annual Report on 
the performance of the Department and the 
United States Agency for Global Media, de-
scribing all actions taken by the Sub-
committee pursuant to paragraph (1) and 
any findings made as a result of such ac-
tions. 
SEC. 604. PERMANENT REAUTHORIZATION OF 

THE UNITED STATES ADVISORY 
COMMISSION ON PUBLIC DIPLO-
MACY. 

Section 1334 of the Foreign Affairs Reform 
and Restructuring Act of 1998 (22 U.S.C. 6553) 
is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘SUNSET’’ and inserting ‘‘CONTINUATION’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘until October 1, 2020’’. 
SEC. 605. STREAMLINING OF SUPPORT FUNC-

TIONS. 
(a) WORKING GROUP ESTABLISHED.—Not 

later than 90 days after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall estab-
lish a working group to explore the possibili-
ties and cost-benefit analysis of 
transitioning to a shared services model as 
such pertains to human resources, travel, 
purchasing, budgetary planning, and all 
other executive support functions for all bu-
reaus of the Department that report to the 
Under Secretary for Public Diplomacy of the 
Department. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a plan to imple-
ment any such findings of the working group 
established under subsection (a). 
SEC. 606. GUIDANCE FOR CLOSURE OF PUBLIC 

DIPLOMACY FACILITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of State shall adopt, and in-
clude in the Foreign Affairs Manual, guide-
lines to collect and utilize information from 
each diplomatic post at which the construc-
tion of a new embassy compound or new con-
sulate compound would result in the closure 
or co-location of an American Space, Amer-
ican Center, American Corner, or any other 
public diplomacy facility under the Secure 
Embassy Construction and Counterterrorism 
Act of 1999 (22 U.S.C. 4865 et seq.). 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The guidelines re-
quired by subsection (a) shall include the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Standardized notification to each chief 
of mission at a diplomatic post describing 
the requirements of the Secure Embassy 
Construction and Counterterrorism Act of 
1999 and the impact on the mission footprint 
of such requirements. 

(2) An assessment and recommendations 
from each chief of mission of potential im-
pacts to public diplomacy programming at 
such diplomatic post if any public diplomacy 
facility referred to in subsection (a) is closed 
or staff is co-located in accordance with such 
Act. 

(3) A process by which assessments and 
recommendations under paragraph (2) are 
considered by the Secretary and the appro-
priate Under Secretaries and Assistant Sec-
retaries of the Department. 

(4) Notification to the appropriate congres-
sional committees, prior to the initiation of 
a new embassy compound or new consulate 
compound design, of the intent to close any 
such public diplomacy facility or co-locate 
public diplomacy staff in accordance with 
such Act. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a report con-
taining the guidelines required under sub-
section (a) and any recommendations for any 
modifications to such guidelines. 
SEC. 607. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) AUDIENCE RESEARCH.—The term ‘‘audi-

ence research’’ means research conducted at 
the outset of a public diplomacy program or 
the outset of campaign planning and design 
regarding specific audience segments to un-
derstand the attitudes, interests, knowledge, 
and behaviors of such audience segments. 

(2) DIGITAL ANALYTICS.—The term ‘‘digital 
analytics’’ means the analysis of qualitative 
and quantitative data, accumulated in dig-
ital format, to indicate the outputs and out-
comes of a public diplomacy program or 
campaign. 

(3) IMPACT EVALUATION.—The term ‘‘impact 
evaluation’’ means an assessment of the 
changes in the audience targeted by a public 
diplomacy program or campaign that can be 
attributed to such program or campaign. 

(4) PUBLIC DIPLOMACY BUREAUS AND OF-
FICES.—The term ‘‘public diplomacy bureaus 
and offices’’ means, with respect to the De-
partment, the following: 

(A) The Bureau of Educational and Cul-
tural Affairs. 

(B) The Bureau of Global Public Affairs. 
(C) The Office of Policy, Planning, and Re-

sources for Public Diplomacy and Public Af-
fairs. 

(D) The Global Engagement Center. 
(E) The public diplomacy functions within 

the regional and functional bureaus. 
TITLE VII—COMBATING PUBLIC 

CORRUPTION 
SEC. 701. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) it is in the foreign policy interest of the 

United States to help foreign countries pro-
mote good governance and combat public 
corruption; 

(2) multiple Federal departments and agen-
cies operate programs that promote good 
governance in foreign countries and enhance 
such countries’ ability to combat public cor-
ruption; 

(3) the Department should promote coordi-
nation among the Federal departments and 
agencies implementing programs to promote 
good governance and combat public corrup-
tion in foreign countries in order to improve 
effectiveness and efficiency; and 

(4) the Department should identify areas in 
which United States efforts to help other 
countries promote good governance and com-
bat public corruption could be enhanced. 

SEC. 702. ANNUAL ASSESSMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—For each of fiscal years 
2020 through 2026, the Secretary shall assess 
the capacity and commitment of foreign 
countries to combat public corruption. Each 
such assessment shall— 

(1) utilize independent, third party indica-
tors that measure transparency, account-
ability, and corruption in the public sector 
in such countries, including the extent to 
which public power is exercised for private 
gain, to identify those countries that are 
most vulnerable to public corruption; 

(2) consider, to the extent reliable informa-
tion is available, whether the government of 
a country identified under paragraph (1)— 

(A) has adopted measures to prevent public 
corruption, such as measures to inform and 
educate the public, including potential vic-
tims, about the causes and consequences of 
public corruption; 

(B) has enacted laws and established gov-
ernment structures, policies, and practices 
that prohibit public corruption; 

(C) enforces such laws through a fair judi-
cial process; 

(D) vigorously investigates, prosecutes, 
convicts, and sentences public officials who 
participate in or facilitate public corruption, 
including nationals of such country who are 
deployed in foreign military assignments, 
trade delegations abroad, or other similar 
missions who engage in or facilitate public 
corruption; 

(E) prescribes appropriate punishment for 
serious, significant corruption that is com-
mensurate with the punishment prescribed 
for serious crimes; 

(F) prescribes appropriate punishment for 
significant corruption that provides a suffi-
ciently stringent deterrent and adequately 
reflects the nature of the offense; 

(G) convicts and sentences persons respon-
sible for such acts that take place wholly or 
partly within the country of such govern-
ment, including, as appropriate, requiring 
the incarceration of individuals convicted of 
such acts; 

(H) holds private sector representatives ac-
countable for their role in public corruption; 
and 

(I) addresses threats for civil society to 
monitor anti-corruption efforts; and 

(3) further consider— 
(A) verifiable measures taken by the gov-

ernment of a country identified under para-
graph (1) to prohibit government officials 
from participating in, facilitating, or 
condoning public corruption, including the 
investigation, prosecution, and conviction of 
such officials; 

(B) the extent to which such government 
provides access, or, as appropriate, makes 
adequate resources available, to civil society 
organizations and other institutions to com-
bat public corruption, including reporting, 
investigating, and monitoring; 

(C) the extent to which an independent ju-
diciary or judicial body in such country is 
responsible for, and effectively capable of, 
deciding public corruption cases impartially, 
on the basis of facts and in accordance with 
law, without any improper restrictions, in-
fluences, inducements, pressures, threats, or 
interferences, whether direct or indirect, 
from any source or for any reason; 

(D) the extent to which such government 
cooperates meaningfully with the United 
States to strengthen government and judi-
cial institutions and the rule of law to pre-
vent, prohibit, and punish public corruption; 

(E) the extent to which such government— 
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(i) is assisting in international investiga-

tions of transnational public corruption net-
works and in other cooperative efforts to 
combat serious, significant corruption, in-
cluding cooperating with the governments of 
other countries to extradite corrupt actors; 

(ii) recognizes the rights of victims of pub-
lic corruption, ensures their access to jus-
tice, and takes steps to prevent such victims 
from being further victimized or persecuted 
by corrupt actors, government officials, or 
others; and 

(iii) refrains from prosecuting legitimate 
victims of public corruption or whistle-
blowers due to such persons having assisted 
in exposing public corruption, and refrains 
from other discriminatory treatment of such 
persons; and 

(F) contain such other information relat-
ing to public corruption as the Secretary 
considers appropriate. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION.—After conducting each 
assessment under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall identify the countries described 
in paragraph (1) of such subsection that are— 

(1) meeting minimum standards to combat 
public corruption; 

(2) not meeting such minimum standards 
but making significant efforts to do so; and 

(3) neither meeting such minimum stand-
ards nor making significant efforts to do so. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act and an-
nually thereafter through fiscal year 2026, 
the Secretary shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees and make 
publicly available a report that identifies 
the countries described in subsection (a)(1) 
and paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (b), 
including a description of the methodology 
and data utilized in the assessments under 
subsection (a) and the reasons for such iden-
tifications. 

(d) BRIEFING IN LIEU OF REPORT.—The Sec-
retary may waive the requirement to submit 
and make publicly available a written report 
under subsection (c) if the Secretary— 

(1) determines that publication of such re-
port would— 

(A) undermine existing United States anti- 
corruption efforts in one or more countries; 
or 

(B) threaten the national interests of the 
United States; and 

(2) provides a briefing to the appropriate 
congressional committees that identifies the 
countries described in subsection (a)(1) and 
paragraphs (2) and (3) of subsection (b), in-
cluding a description of the methodology and 
data utilized in the assessment under sub-
section (a) and the reasons for such identi-
fications. 
SEC. 703. TRANSPARENCY AND ACCOUNTABILITY. 

For each country identified under para-
graphs (2) and (3) of section 702(b), the Sec-
retary, in coordination with the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, as appropriate, 
shall— 

(1) ensure that a corruption risk assess-
ment and mitigation strategy is included in 
the integrated country strategy for such 
country; and 

(2) utilize appropriate mechanisms to com-
bat corruption in such countries, including 
by ensuring— 

(A) the inclusion of anti-corruption clauses 
in contracts, grants, and cooperative agree-
ments entered into by the Department or the 
Agency for or in such countries, which allow 
for the termination of such contracts, 
grants, or cooperative agreements, as the 
case may be, without penalty if credible in-
dicators of public corruption are discovered; 

(B) the inclusion of appropriate clawback 
or flowdown clauses within the procurement 
instruments of the Department and the 

Agency that provide for the recovery of 
funds misappropriated through corruption; 

(C) the appropriate disclosure to the 
United States Government, in confidential 
form, if necessary, of the beneficial owner-
ship of contractors, subcontractors, grant-
ees, cooperative agreement participants, and 
other organizations implementing programs 
on behalf of the Department or Agency; and 

(D) the establishment of mechanisms for 
investigating allegations of misappropriated 
resources and equipment. 
SEC. 704. DESIGNATION OF EMBASSY ANTI-COR-

RUPTION POINTS OF CONTACT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall annu-

ally designate an anti-corruption point of 
contact at the United States diplomatic post 
to each country identified under paragraphs 
(2) and (3) of section 702(b), or which the Sec-
retary otherwise determines is in need of 
such a point of contact. 

(b) RESPONSIBILITIES.—Each designated 
anti-corruption point of contact under sub-
section (a) shall be responsible for coordi-
nating and overseeing implementation of a 
whole-of-government approach among the 
relevant Federal departments and agencies 
that operate programs that promote good 
governance in foreign countries and enhance 
such countries’ ability to combat public cor-
ruption in order to accomplish such objec-
tives in the country to which such point of 
contact is posted, including through the de-
velopment and implementation of corruption 
risk assessment tools and mitigation strate-
gies. 

(c) TRAINING.—The Secretary shall imple-
ment appropriate training for designated 
anti-corruption points of contact under sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 705. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS. 

(a) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, for 

each of fiscal years 2020 through 2026, submit 
to the appropriate congressional committees 
a report on implementation of this title, in-
cluding a description of the following: 

(A) The offices within the Department and 
the United States Agency for International 
Development that are engaging in signifi-
cant anti-corruption activities. 

(B) The findings and actions of designated 
anti-corruption points of contact to develop 
and implement risk mitigation strategies 
and ensure compliance with section 703. 

(C) The training implemented under sec-
tion 704(c). 

(D) Management of the whole-of-govern-
ment effort referred to in section 704(b) to 
combat corruption within the countries iden-
tified in section 702 and efforts to improve 
coordination across Federal departments and 
agencies. 

(E) The risk assessment tools and mitiga-
tion strategies utilized by the Department 
and the Agency. 

(F) Other information determined by the 
Secretary to be necessary and appropriate. 

(2) FORM OF REPORT.—Each report under 
this subsection shall be submitted in an un-
classified format but may include a classi-
fied annex. 

(b) ONLINE PLATFORM.—The Secretary shall 
consolidate existing reports with anti-cor-
ruption components into one online, public 
platform, which should— 

(1) include— 
(A) the annual Country Reports on Human 

Rights Practices; 
(B) the annual Fiscal Transparency Re-

port; 
(C) the annual Investment Climate State-

ments; 
(D) the annual International Narcotics 

Control Strategy Report; 
(E) the Country Scorecards of the Millen-

nium Challenge Corporation; and 

(F) any other relevant public reports; and 
(2) link to third-party indicators and com-

pliance mechanisms used by the United 
States Government to inform policy and pro-
gramming, such as— 

(A) the International Finance Corpora-
tion’s Doing Business surveys; 

(B) the International Budget Partnership’s 
Open Budget Index; and 

(C) multilateral peer review anti-corrup-
tion compliance mechanisms, such as the Or-
ganization for Economic Co-operation and 
Development’s Working Group on Bribery in 
International Business Transactions and the 
United Nations Convention Against Corrup-
tion, done at New York October 31, 2003, to 
further highlight expert international views 
on country challenges and country efforts. 

(c) TRAINING.—The Secretary and the Ad-
ministrator of the United States Agency for 
International Development shall incorporate 
anti-corruption components into existing 
Foreign Service and Civil Service training 
courses to— 

(1) increase the ability of Department and 
Agency personnel to support anti-corruption 
as a foreign policy priority; and 

(2) strengthen the ability of such personnel 
to design, implement, and evaluate more ef-
fective anti-corruption programming around 
the world, including enhancing skills to bet-
ter evaluate and mitigate public corruption 
risks in assistance programs. 
SEC. 706. FOREIGN INVESTMENTS AND NATIONAL 

SECURITY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act 
and biennially thereafter for the following 
six years, the Secretary, in consultation 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, and the 
heads of other agencies, as appropriate, shall 
submit to Congress an interagency strategy 
to work with foreign governments and multi-
lateral institutions to guard against the 
risks of certain transactions involving for-
eign investments. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Each interagency strategy 
under paragraph (1) shall include plans relat-
ing to the following: 

(1) Information sharing with foreign gov-
ernments and multilateral institutions re-
garding risks associated with potential for-
eign investments. 

(2) Promoting American and other alter-
natives to foreign investments identified as 
presenting substantial risk to the national 
security or sovereignty of a country. 

(3) Providing technical assistance to for-
eign governments or multilateral institu-
tions regarding screening foreign invest-
ments. 

(4) Designating points of contact at each 
United States mission to foreign govern-
ments and multilateral institutions, and in 
associated regional bureaus, to coordinate 
efforts described in this paragraph. 

(c) COORDINATION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines such is appropriate, the designated 
points of contact referred to in subsection 
(b)(4) may be the same individual designated 
under section 704(a). 

TITLE VIII—MATTERS RELATING TO 
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 

SEC. 801. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Inter-

national Security Assistance Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 802. SECURITY ASSISTANCE DEFINED. 

In this title, the term ‘‘security assist-
ance’’ means— 

(1) assistance under chapter 8 (relating to 
international narcotics control) of part I of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; 

(2) assistance under chapter 2 (military as-
sistance), chapter 5 (international military 
education and training), chapter 6 (peace-
keeping operations), chapter 8 (antiterrorism 
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assistance), and chapter 9 (nonproliferation 
and export control assistance) of part II of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961; 

(3) assistance under section 23 of the Arms 
Export Control Act (relating to the Foreign 
Military Financing program); and 

(4) sales of defense articles or defense serv-
ices, extensions of credits (including partici-
pations in credits), and guaranties of loans 
under the Arms Export Control Act. 

Subtitle A—Reform Relating to Security 
Assistance 

SEC. 811. ORGANIZATIONAL REFORM. 
(a) WORKING GROUP.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish a Working Group on matters relat-
ing to security assistance (in this subtitle re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Working Group’’). 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Working Group shall 

be composed of— 
(i) the Deputy Secretary of State; and 
(ii) each Under Secretary of State respon-

sible for matters relating to security assist-
ance. 

(B) CHAIR.—The Deputy Secretary shall 
serve as the chair of the Working Group. 

(3) MEETINGS.—The Working Group shall 
meet not later than 90 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act and on a quarterly 
basis thereafter. 

(4) DUTIES.—The duties of the Working 
Group shall include— 

(A) within the Department and across 
United States diplomatic posts— 

(i) providing strategic policy guidance on 
objectives and priorities for security assist-
ance; 

(ii) ensuring strategic integration of budg-
ets and planning for security assistance; and 

(iii) advising the Secretary on all budgets, 
programs, and activities for security assist-
ance; and 

(B) overseeing Department of State coordi-
nation with the Secretary of Defense, the 
Administrator of the United States Agency 
for International Development (USAID), and 
the heads of other relevant Federal depart-
ments and agencies on all matters relating 
to security assistance. 

(b) OFFICE OF SECURITY ASSISTANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall designate an existing of-
fice or establish a new office to be the Office 
of Security Assistance (in this subtitle re-
ferred to as the ‘‘Office’’), which shall report 
to an Under Secretary who is a member of 
the Working Group. 

(2) COORDINATOR.—The head of the Office 
shall be the Coordinator for Security Assist-
ance (in this subtitle referred to as the ‘‘Co-
ordinator’’), who shall be an individual of 
demonstrated competency in the fields of se-
curity assistance and international diplo-
macy. 

(3) DUTIES.—The duties of the Coordinator 
shall include— 

(A) within the Department and across 
United States diplomatic posts— 

(i) guiding and supporting security assist-
ance; 

(ii) advising the Working Group on all mat-
ters relating to security assistance; 

(iii) establishing the framework described 
in section 813(a); 

(iv) coordinating the assessment, moni-
toring, and evaluation program established 
under section 813(c); and 

(v) maintaining the common database de-
scribed in section 814(a); and 

(B) acting as a Department of State point 
of contact with the Department of Defense, 
the United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID), and other relevant 
Federal departments and agencies on all 
matters relating to security assistance. 

(c) COORDINATION WITHIN DEPARTMENT.— 
(1) DESIGNATION.—Not later than one year 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and subject to paragraph (2), the head of 
each bureau of the Department that is in-
volved in directing or implementing security 
assistance shall designate an officer of such 
bureau to be responsible for coordinating the 
responsibilities of such bureau with respect 
to security assistance. 

(2) NON-ELIGIBILITY.—An officer of a bureau 
of the Department shall not be eligible to be 
designated pursuant to paragraph (1) if the 
officer is responsible for conducting human 
rights vetting pursuant to 620M of the For-
eign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2378d). 

(3) TRAINING.—Each individual designated 
pursuant to paragraph (1) shall successfully 
complete the training described in section 
812. 

(d) COORDINATION WITHIN UNITED STATES 
DIPLOMATIC POSTS.— 

(1) DESIGNATION.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the chief of mission of the United States in 
a foreign country that receives security as-
sistance shall designate a senior diplomatic 
officer at the embassy or highest ranking 
diplomatic post if no embassy exists in the 
foreign country to be responsible for coordi-
nating security assistance for the foreign 
country. 

(2) DUTIES.—The senior diplomatic officer 
designated pursuant to paragraph (1) shall be 
responsible for— 

(A) overseeing personnel and activities of 
Federal departments and agencies at the rel-
evant embassy or diplomatic post with re-
spect to the provision of security assistance 
for the country; and 

(B) ensuring implementation of section 
620M of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2378d) and section 362 of title 10, 
United States Code, with respect to the 
country. 

(3) TRAINING.—Each individual designated 
pursuant to paragraph (1) shall successfully 
complete the training described in section 
812 

(e) PLAN FOR ORGANIZATIONAL STRUC-
TURE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs of the House of Represent-
atives and the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions of the Senate a plan for the organiza-
tional structure of the Department relating 
to security assistance programs. 

(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The plan re-
quired under paragraph (1) shall include the 
following: 

(A) An identification of each bureau and 
office of the Department that carries out 
functions relating to planning, coordination, 
integration, implementation, or evaluation 
of security assistance, a description of the 
organizational hierarchy and decision-mak-
ing processes used to coordinate across such 
bureaus and offices and with United States 
diplomatic posts and other Federal depart-
ments and agencies, and a description of how 
the Working Group and the Coordinator will 
facilitate coordination among each such bu-
reau and office. 

(B) A description of— 
(i) the reasons for— 
(I) designating an existing office or estab-

lishing a new office to serve as the Office; 
and 

(II) selecting the Under Secretary to which 
the Office will report; 

(ii) the organizational structure of the Of-
fice; 

(iii) the specific mechanisms through 
which the Working Group and Coordinator 
could improve coordination among bureaus 
and offices of the Department involved in the 

planning or implementation of security as-
sistance programs and activities; and 

(iv) the process by which the requirement 
for training described in section 812 will be 
fulfilled. 

(C) The benefits, feasibility, and steps nec-
essary to detail personnel— 

(i) on a reimbursable basis from the rel-
evant bureaus and offices of the Department 
to provide staff to the Office; and 

(ii) from USAID, the Department of De-
fense, and other relevant Federal depart-
ments and agencies to provide staff to the 
Office. 

(D) An identification of lessons learned 
from the Security Governance Initiative 
(SGI), an assessment of the utility of expand-
ing the SGI or a similar initiative globally, 
and a description of where best to locate the 
SGI or similar initiative within the Depart-
ment. 

(E) An identification of an appropriate bu-
reau or office of the Department, whose head 
does not report to the Under Secretary de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1), to select and re-
tain the independent research entity de-
scribed in section 813(c)(4). 

(F) A list of recommendations for any addi-
tional legislative measures necessary to im-
prove the capacity and capabilities of the 
Department to plan and implement security 
assistance programs and activities. 

(3) FORM.—The plan required under para-
graph (1) shall be submitted in unclassified 
form, but may include a classified annex if 
necessary. 

(4) CONSULTATION.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall consult with the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate regarding the 
development and implementation of the plan 
required under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 812. WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT. 

Not later than 180 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall carry out the following: — 

(1) Establish curriculum at the Depart-
ment’s Foreign Service Institute to provide 
employees of the Department of State with 
specialized training with respect to security 
assistance. The training should be aligned 
with the Security Cooperation Workforce 
Development Program and developed in co-
ordination with the Defense Security Co-
operation Agency, including through an 
agreement under section 1535(a) of title 31, 
United States Code (commonly referred to as 
the ‘‘Economy Act’’) or any other appro-
priate agency-specific authority. The train-
ing shall include the following: 

(A) Awareness of the full range of agencies, 
offices, personnel, statutory authorities, 
funds, and programs involved in security as-
sistance and transfers and the respective de-
cision-making timelines. 

(B) Familiarity with relevant military and 
police security force systems and structures 
and institutions at the time such training is 
occurring. 

(C) Familiarity with security assistance 
reform, research regarding options for im-
provement, and United States interagency 
and external resources and experts. 

(D) Familiarity with planning, implemen-
tation, and monitoring and evaluation for 
programmatic activities. 

(E) Familiarity with implementation of— 
(i) section 620M of the Foreign Assistance 

Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2378d) and section 362 of 
title 10, United States Code; 

(ii) arms transfer requirements under the 
Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2751 et 
seq.); and 

(iii) best practices related to human rights 
and civilian protection. 
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(F) Awareness of common risks to effec-

tiveness of security assistance, including 
corruption, political instability, and chal-
lenges relating to absorptive capacity, part-
ner commitment, and transparency. 

(2) Coordinate with the Secretary of De-
fense, to the extent feasible, to ensure that, 
in addition to the training described para-
graph (1), individuals who serve in priority 
recipient countries or countries that do not 
meet baseline norms of governance, as deter-
mined by the Under Secretary for purposes 
of subsections (d)(1) and (d)(4) of section 813, 
obtain higher-level certification through the 
Defense Security Cooperation Agency’s De-
fense Institute of Security Cooperation Stud-
ies or through a commensurate program de-
veloped at the Department’s Foreign Service 
Institute prior to serving at the United 
States diplomatic post in such country. 
SEC. 813. SECURITY ASSISTANCE PLANNING. 

(a) FRAMEWORK AND STANDARDS FOR SECU-
RITY ASSISTANCE.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Coordinator shall create and submit to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of the Senate a frame-
work to be used by relevant bureaus and dip-
lomatic posts to guide regional and country- 
specific planning, such as joint regional 
strategies or integrated country strategies, 
with respect to security assistance. Such 
framework shall include the following: 

(1) Identification and prioritization of 
overall goals and objectives for security as-
sistance, in accordance with the relevant Na-
tional Security Strategy. 

(2) Criteria for— 
(A) determining the commitment and po-

litical will of countries receiving assistance 
to use such assistance in a manner that 
achieves United States objectives; 

(B) identifying opportunities and risks cre-
ated by the provision of security assistance; 
and 

(C) tailoring and sequencing such assist-
ance accordingly. 

(3) Guidance for— 
(A) incorporating the assessment, moni-

toring, and evaluation program described in 
subsection (c) into the strategic planning 
cycle; 

(B) increasing coordination, as appro-
priate, with other major international do-
nors to maximize resources and unity of ef-
forts; 

(C) aligning the security assistance pro-
grams, projects, and activities of the Depart-
ment with other United States goals of en-
gagement with foreign countries, such as the 
promotion of democracy, human rights, gov-
ernance, and economic growth, as well as 
with other United States assistance authori-
ties, resources, programmatic capabilities, 
and activities; and 

(D) assessing the impact on Department se-
curity assistance objectives, programs, and 
activities of United States military activi-
ties in the country or region covered by 
country or regional strategy, including the 
number of United States forces deployed, the 
duration of deployment, the purpose for 
which they were deployed, and the authority 
under which they are operating. 

(4) Metrics for assessing the effectiveness 
of security assistance in— 

(A) increasing the operational access and 
influence of the United States; 

(B) improving partner capacity and com-
mitment to countering shared threats and 
increased burden sharing, including in ways 
that enable reallocation of United States 
military deployments to other high priority 
missions; 

(C) reducing the underlying drivers of state 
fragility; and 

(D) contributing to the maintenance of ex-
isting peace treaties between recipients of 
assistance. 

(5) A process to ensure that transfers regu-
lated by the Department that are outside the 
scope of security assistance, such as certain 
direct commercial sales, are factored into— 

(A) the implementation of the assessment, 
monitoring, and evaluation program de-
scribed in subsection (c); and 

(B) the planning process described in sub-
section (d). 

(b) DEFINITIONS PROMULGATED BY THE 
WORKING GROUP.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Working Group shall— 

(1) in consultation with the Coordinator 
and bureaus and offices of the Department 
that are involved in the planning, coordina-
tion, integration, implementation, or eval-
uation of security assistance, develop and 
promulgate a definition of the level of secu-
rity assistance programs, projects, or activi-
ties that mark a country as a recipient of 
‘‘significant’’ security assistance to merit in-
clusion in the assessment, monitoring, and 
evaluation process described in subsection 
(c); and 

(2) in consultation with the Coordinator, 
the Bureau of Democracy , Human Rights, 
and Labor, and the heads of other relevant 
bureaus of the Department, develop and pro-
mulgate a definition of baseline norms for 
governance and the rule of law, including a 
rubric to assess whether a recipient of secu-
rity assistance is abiding by such baseline. 

(c) ASSESSMENT, MONITORING, AND EVALUA-
TION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Coordinator shall develop an assessment, 
monitoring, and evaluation program to be 
conducted for any country receiving signifi-
cant security assistance, as defined in ac-
cordance with subsection (b)(1). 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The program described in 
paragraph (1) shall include each of the fol-
lowing elements: 

(A) Baseline assessments that consider fac-
tors, including— 

(i) recipient country threat perceptions 
and the manner in which such perceptions 
may inform the use of security assistance; 

(ii) the recipient’s approach to governance 
and commitment to rule of law, including 
the transparency and accountability of secu-
rity forces, and the manner in which such 
approach is likely to be influenced by secu-
rity assistance; 

(iii) the recipient’s capacity to absorb the 
security assistance given and to achieve the 
objectives of such assistance; 

(iv) the human rights record of the recipi-
ent, including for purposes of section 620M of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2378d) and section 362 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any relevant attempts by 
such recipient to remedy such record; 

(v) country- or region-specific opportuni-
ties and risks that could enhance or impair 
the outcomes associated with providing secu-
rity assistance; and 

(vi) indicators of efficacy for security as-
sistance programs, projects, and activities, 
for purposes of planning, monitoring, and 
evaluation. 

(B) Monitoring implementation of security 
assistance programs, projects, and activities 
to measure progress toward achieving spe-
cific targets, metrics, or indicators, as well 
as desired outcomes. 

(C) Evaluation of the efficiency and effec-
tiveness of security assistance in achieving 
desired outcomes. 

(D) Identification of lessons learned in car-
rying out security assistance and rec-
ommendations for improving future assist-
ance. 

(3) OVERSIGHT AND FRAMEWORK.—The Coor-
dinator shall guide and support, in coordina-
tion with relevant regional and functional 
bureaus, the assessment and monitoring de-
scribed in paragraph (1) and shall create a 
common evaluation framework. 

(4) INDEPENDENT RESEARCH ENTITY.—Not 
later than 18 months after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
enter into a contract with an independent re-
search entity, such as a federally funded re-
search and development center or other non- 
profit entity, that demonstrates appropriate 
expertise and analytical capability to evalu-
ate the capacity of security assistance to 
achieve desired outcomes in accordance with 
the framework created pursuant to para-
graph (3). 

(5) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the ability of the Department 
to measure and assess the effects of United 
States security assistance programs and ac-
tivities on governance, rule of law, profes-
sionalism of recipient security forces, and 
institutional capacity weaknesses of recipi-
ent security forces would benefit from the 
increased availability of independent re-
search and data. 

(d) SECURITY ASSISTANCE PLANNING.— 
(1) PRIORITIZATION.—Not later than two 

years after the date of the enactment of this 
Act, and annually thereafter, the Working 
Group shall develop a list of priority recipi-
ent countries to receive security assistance, 
on the basis of policy objectives determined 
by the Department, and submit such infor-
mation in accordance with subsection (f). 

(2) INCLUSION IN REGIONAL AND COUNTRY 
STRATEGIES.—Any comprehensive regional 
strategy, such as a joint regional strategy or 
its equivalent, and any country strategy, 
such as an integrated country strategy or its 
equivalent, that is produced on or after the 
date that is 2 years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, and each successor 
strategy to such strategy, shall integrate se-
curity assistance planning in a manner that 
incorporates the elements of the framework 
created pursuant to subsection (a) and in-
clude an annex relating to security assist-
ance, which shall include— 

(A) the assessment, monitoring, and eval-
uation metrics described in subsection (c); 

(B) requests to allocate security assistance 
with respect to the area covered by the 
strategy; and 

(C) a description of the manner in which 
such resources will be used. 

(3) COORDINATION OF RESOURCES.—In devel-
oping annexes relating to security assistance 
for inclusion in comprehensive regional 
strategies or country strategies in accord-
ance with paragraph (2), the relevant bureau, 
office, or diplomatic post shall coordinate 
with— 

(A) the Office; 
(B) the Office of Foreign Assistance Re-

sources, or an equivalent entity in the De-
partment, regarding the allocation of re-
sources in line with priorities of the Depart-
ment of State for security assistance; and 

(C) the Department of Defense and other 
Federal departments and agencies that pro-
vide security assistance, security coopera-
tion, or other forms of foreign assistance. 

(4) SECURITY ASSISTANCE, GOVERNANCE, AND 
RULE OF LAW.—Not later than two years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, any 
annex relating to security assistance de-
scribed in paragraph (2) that is included in a 
country strategy shall include an assessment 
by the Under Secretary responsible for civil-
ian security, democracy, and human rights 
whether such country abides by baseline 
norms for governance and the rule of law 
using the rubric promulgated in accordance 
with subsection (b)(2). A security assistance 
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annex developed in accordance with para-
graph (2) for a country receiving a negative 
determination shall also include the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Reforms the recipient could undertake, 
where practicable, to improve governance 
and rule of law in order to create more effec-
tive security. 

(B) Conditions, which may also be included 
in the compacts described in subsection (e), 
under which the United States might— 

(i) expand or increase security assistance 
upon verifiable progress made toward such 
reforms; and 

(ii) restrict or end security assistance as a 
result of lack of progress toward such re-
forms or further deterioration of norms for 
governance or the rule of law. 

(C) An assessment of the benefits and like-
lihood of reaching agreement with the re-
cipient country to devote 1 percent of the 
total value of all security assistance to such 
country for training in-country civilian pro-
fessionals on methods to evaluate the fiscal 
and functional effectiveness of the security 
institutions in such country. 

(D) The manner in which security assist-
ance will be used to improve governance, 
rule of law, and human rights reforms in 
such country. 

(E) Steps to ensure consultation with the 
national legislature and with civil society 
groups that operate in such country on the 
provision of security assistance, including 
for the formulation of a compact in accord-
ance with subsection (e)(2). 

(e) SECURITY ASSISTANCE COMPACTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than two years 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall seek to enter into multi- 
year compacts where appropriate with the 
governments of countries that receive secu-
rity assistance. Such compacts should in-
clude the following elements: 

(A) A joint diagnosis of the strengths and 
challenges of the recipient country’s secu-
rity institutions, including priority capacity 
and capability requirements. 

(B) A plan for bilateral security assistance 
and cooperation that includes— 

(i) a commitment by the recipient speci-
fying the manner in which security assist-
ance will be used, within a defined time-
frame; 

(ii) plans for sustainment by the recipient 
of any capacity or capabilities built as a re-
sult of such assistance; and 

(iii) mutually agreed oversight mecha-
nisms for security assistance and metrics, to 
determine whether such assistance is accom-
plishing the agreed-upon objectives. 

(2) SPECIAL PROVISIONS.—If the Under Sec-
retary described in subsection (d)(3) assesses 
that a country is not abiding by baseline 
norms for governance or the rule of law, a 
compact under this subsection with such 
country should, where practicable, be formu-
lated in consultation with the national legis-
lature and domestic civil society groups and 
include mutually agreed upon reforms and 
conditions based on those established as a re-
sult of such determination in accordance 
with subsection (d)(4). 

(f) REPORTING REQUIREMENTS.—Beginning 
three years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act and annually thereafter, the Sec-
retary shall include with any materials sub-
mitted in support of the budget for that fis-
cal year that is submitted to Congress by the 
President under section 1105(a) of title 31 an 
unclassified report, that may include a clas-
sified annex, with the following: 

(1) A list of priority security assistance re-
cipients, along with descriptions of the pol-
icy objectives that the Secretary seeks to 
achieve by providing such assistance to such 
recipients, developed pursuant to subsection 
(d)(1). 

(2) A description of the results of the eval-
uations conducted pursuant to subsection 
(c)(4). 

(3) A description of the manner in which 
the Department will allocate, monitor, and 
evaluate all security assistance pursuant to 
the program described in subsection (c) and 
the planning process described in subsection 
(d). 

(4) A description of any updates made dur-
ing the previous year to the framework de-
scribed in subsection (d)(1) and annex relat-
ing to security assistance required under 
subsection (d)(2). 

(5) The status and impact on United States 
objectives of any compacts entered into in 
accordance with subsection (e) and of any 
ongoing efforts to enter into new compacts 
in accordance with such subsection. 

SEC. 814. INTERAGENCY COORDINATION OF SE-
CURITY ASSISTANCE, TRANSFERS, 
AND SECURITY COOPERATION. 

(a) CREATION OF A COMMON DATABASE.—Not 
later than two years after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary, in co-
ordination with the Secretary of Defense and 
other appropriate Federal departments and 
agencies, shall maintain a common database 
of information to permit the identification 
of security assistance programs, funding, and 
transfers by recipient country. 

(b) COORDINATION WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF 
DEFENSE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary, in coordination with the Sec-
retary of Defense, shall submit a report to 
the appropriate congressional committees 
that assesses existing mechanisms, including 
provisions under title 10, United States Code, 
that require the concurrence of the Sec-
retary of State, and other applicable provi-
sions of law that provide for coordination be-
tween security assistance programs, 
projects, and activities of the Department of 
State and security cooperation programs, 
projects, and activities of the Department of 
Defense that includes the following: 

(A) An identification of existing coordina-
tion mechanisms for planning, executing, 
and overseeing security assistance and secu-
rity cooperation programs, projects, and ac-
tivities, the purpose of such mechanisms, 
and their efficacy in practice. 

(B) An identification of additional meas-
ures that would improve the speed, sim-
plicity, or agility of each identified mecha-
nism, with a focus on mechanisms requiring 
the concurrence of the Secretary. 

(C) An identification of any programs, au-
thorities, or resources that do not require 
coordination under existing law. 

(D) An identification of the specific mecha-
nisms to improve coordination between De-
partment of State bureaus and offices in-
volved in planning, executing, or overseeing 
security assistance programs and activities 
and the United States combatant command 
or commands relevant to such bureaus and 
offices. 

(E) An assessment of the advisability and 
feasibility of expanding existing mechanisms 
or establishing new mechanisms to detail 
employees from Department of State bu-
reaus and offices involved in planning, exe-
cuting, or overseeing security assistance pro-
grams and activities to United States com-
batant commands and from the Department 
of Defense to such Department of State bu-
reaus and offices for the purpose of improv-
ing coordination on security assistance plan-
ning and implementation. 

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘‘appropriate congressional committees’’ 
means— 

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Armed Services of the 
House of Representatives; and 

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate. 

(c) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary of State and the 
Secretary of Defense should jointly establish 
a pilot program to evaluate the advisability 
and feasibility of a joint entity to conduct 
collaborative planning of security assistance 
and security cooperation. The pilot program 
should— 

(1) establish one or more joint planning 
cells to conduct collaborative planning be-
tween the Department of State and the De-
partment of Defense for security assistance 
and security cooperation programs, projects, 
and activities in a specific region or regions; 

(2) assign personnel from relevant offices 
and agencies within each Department to 
staff the joint planning cell or cells; and 

(3) assess the advantages and disadvan-
tages of collaborative interagency planning 
of security assistance, and determine wheth-
er there are organizational, legal, policy, or 
resource barriers to broader adoption of such 
a model. 

SEC. 815. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this subtitle shall affect the im-
plementation of subsection (h) of section 36 
of the Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 
2776). 

Subtitle B—Foreign Military Assistance 

SEC. 821. STRATEGIC ALLOCATION OF EXCESS 
DEFENSE ARTICLES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 516 of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2321j), is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘(1) The President’’ and in-

serting ‘‘The President’’; 
(B) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) 

through (F) as paragraphs (1) through (6), re-
spectively, and moving the margins of each 
such paragraph two ems to the left; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘(2) Accordingly,’’ and all 
that follows through ‘‘1990.’’ ; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(2) PRIORITY.—Notwithstanding any other 

provision of law, excess defense articles 
under this section shall be transferred in ac-
cordance with United States foreign policy, 
including national security priorities as 
jointly determined by the Secretary of 
State, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense, to the maximum extent feasible.’’; 
and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) SUPPORTING COSTS.—The Department 

of State is authorized to expend funds avail-
able for security assistance for the refurbish-
ment or upgrade of excess defense articles 
transferred under the authority of this sec-
tion and for training of foreign security 
forces directly in relation to excess defense 
articles transferred under the authority of 
this section, if— 

‘‘(A) such assistance is necessary to ad-
vance the national security objectives of the 
United States in relation to the recipient 
country or countries; and 

‘‘(B) such costs do not exceed $10 million in 
relation to a single transfer of excess defense 
articles under this section.’’; 

(3) in subsection (f)(1), by striking 
‘‘$7,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$25,000,000’’; and 

(4) in subsection (g)(1), by striking 
‘‘$500,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$600,000,000’’. 
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SEC. 822. MODIFICATION OF PURPOSES FOR 

WHICH MILITARY SALES BY THE 
UNITED STATES ARE AUTHORIZED. 

Section 4 of the Arms Export Control Act 
(22 U.S.C. 2754) is amended in the first sen-
tence by striking ‘‘internal security’’ and in-
serting ‘‘legitimate internal security (in-
cluding for anti-terrorism purposes)’’. 
SEC. 823. RETURN OF DEFENSE ARTICLES. 

Section 21(m)(1)(B) of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2761(m)(1)(B)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘(B) is not’’ and inserting 
‘‘(B)(i) is not’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘; and’’ and inserting ‘‘; or’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) is significant military equipment (as 

defined in section 47(9) of this Act) and the 
Secretary of State has provided prior ap-
proval of the return of such defense article 
from the foreign country or international or-
ganization; and’’. 
SEC. 824. REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO EXEMP-

TIONS FOR LICENSING OF DEFENSE 
ITEMS. 

Section 38(j) of the Arms Export Control 
Act (22 U.S.C. 2778(j)) is amended— 

(1) in the subsection heading— 
(A) by striking ‘‘COUNTRY’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘TO FOREIGN COUNTRIES’’; 
(2) in paragraph (1)(A)— 
(A) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘a foreign country’’ and in-

serting ‘‘the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation, any member country of that Organi-
zation, the Republic of Korea, Australia, 
New Zealand, Japan, or Israel’’; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘(except that the Presi-
dent may not so exempt such Organization, 
member country, or other country that is 
not eligible to acquire defense items under 
any other provision of law)’’ after ‘‘with re-
spect to exports of defense items’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘the foreign country’’ and 
inserting ‘‘such Organization, member coun-
try, or other country’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘the foreign country’’ and 

inserting ‘‘such Organization, member coun-
try, or other country’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘under their domestic 
laws’’; 

(3) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘, at a minimum,’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘the foreign country’’ and 

inserting ‘‘the Organization, member coun-
try, or other country referred to in para-
graph (1)’’; and 

(III) by striking ‘‘to revise its policies and 
practices, and promulgate or enact necessary 
modifications to its laws and regulations to 
establish’’ and inserting ‘‘to establish and 
maintain’’; 

(ii) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘the foreign 
country’’ and inserting ‘‘such Organization, 
member country, or other country’’; and 

(iii) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘retransfer 
control commitments, including securing’’ 
and inserting ‘‘retransfer controls that se-
cure’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘, at a minimum,’’; 
(II) by striking ‘‘the foreign country’’ and 

inserting ‘‘the Organization, member coun-
try, or other country referred to in para-
graph (1)’’; and 

(III) by striking ‘‘to revise its policies and 
practices, and promulgate or enact necessary 
modifications to its laws and regulations’’; 
and 

(ii) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘the foreign 
country’’ and inserting ‘‘the member coun-
try or other country’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (3)— 

(A) in the matter preceding subparagraph 
(A), by striking ‘‘a foreign country’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the Organization, member country, 
or other country referred to in paragraph 
(1)’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘that 
foreign country’’ and inserting ‘‘such Organi-
zation, member country, or other country’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘the foreign country’’ and 

inserting ‘‘such Organization, member coun-
try, or other country’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘has promulgated or en-
acted all necessary modifications to its laws 
and regulations to comply’’ and inserting 
‘‘has taken such actions to comply’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (C)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘a foreign country’’ and in-

serting ‘‘such Organization, member coun-
try, or other country’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘that country’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘such Organization, member country, or 
other country’’. 
SEC. 825. AMENDMENT TO GENERAL PROVISIONS. 

Section 42(a) of the Arms Export Control 
Act (22 U.S.C. 2791(a)) is amended in the first 
sentence by inserting ‘‘on a competitive 
basis’’ after ‘‘procurement in the United 
States’’. 
SEC. 826. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS TO ARMS EX-

PORT CONTROL ACT. 
Section 36(b)(6) of the Arms Export Control 

Act (22 U.S.C. 2776(b)(6)) is amended by in-
serting ‘‘the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-
zation or’’ before ‘‘a member country’’. 
SEC. 827. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON LICENSING 

UNDER UNITED STATES ARMS EX-
PORT CONTROL PROGRAMS. 

It is the sense of Congress that, in imple-
menting reforms of United States arms ex-
port licensing regimes, the President should 
prioritize the development of a new frame-
work to improve and streamline licensing, 
including by seeking to revise the Special 
Comprehensive Export Authorizations for ex-
ports to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, any member country of that Organiza-
tion, Sweden, or any other country described 
in section 36(c)(2)(A) of the Arms Export 
Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776(c)(2)(A)) under 
section 126.14 of title 15, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (relating to the International Traf-
fic in Arms Regulations). 
SEC. 828. EXTENSION OF WAR RESERVE STOCK-

PILE AUTHORITY. 
(a) DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPROPRIA-

TIONS ACT, 2005.—Section 12001(d) of the De-
partment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2005 
(Public Law 108–287; 118 Stat. 1011) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘2020’’ and inserting ‘‘2021’’. 

(b) STOCKPILING OF DEFENSE ARTICLES FOR 
FOREIGN COUNTRIES.—Section 514(b)(2)(A) of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2321h(b)(2)(A)) is amended by striking ‘‘and 
2020’’ and inserting ‘‘2020, and 2021’’. 
SEC. 829. PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS AND 

OTHER NATIONAL SECURITY PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) AUTHORITY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 551 of the Foreign 

Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2348) is 
amended— 

(A) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘The 
President’’ and inserting ‘‘(a) The Presi-
dent’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) Funds authorized to be appropriated 

under this chapter may also be used to pro-
vide assistance to enhance the capacity of 
foreign civilian security forces (as such term 
is defined in section 841(c) of the Inter-
national Security Assistance Act of 2019) to 
participate in peacekeeping and counterter-
rorism operations, and to promote greater 
participation of women in such peacekeeping 
operations. 

‘‘(c) Funds authorized to be appropriated 
under this chapter to provide assistance to 

friendly foreign countries for purposes other 
than support for multilateral peacekeeping 
operations shall be subject to the certifi-
cation requirements of section 36 of the 
Arms Export Control Act (22 U.S.C. 2776).’’. 

(2) DISARMAMENT AND REINTEGRATION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, funds authorized to 
be appropriated under any provision of law 
for peacekeeping operations may be made 
available to support programs to disarm, de-
mobilize, and reintegrate into civilian soci-
ety former members of foreign terrorist or-
ganizations, and to promote greater partici-
pation of women in such programs. 

(B) CONSULTATION.—The Secretary shall 
consult with the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
prior to obligating funds described in sub-
paragraph (A). 

(C) DEFINITION.—In this paragraph, the 
term ‘‘foreign terrorist organization’’ means 
an organization designated as a terrorist or-
ganization under section 219(a) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 
1189(a)). 

(b) NOTIFICATION.—The Secretary shall no-
tify the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate at least 15 days 
prior to obligating funds under any provision 
of law for peacekeeping operations. 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The heading 
for chapter 6 of part II of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2348 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘AND OTHER NATIONAL SECURITY PROGRAMS’’. 

SEC. 830. OTHER AMENDMENTS TO MILITARY AS-
SISTANCE AUTHORITIES. 

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 is 
amended as follows: 

(1) In section 516 (22 U.S.C. 2321j)— 
(A) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘coun-

tries’’ and inserting ‘‘countries, regional or-
ganizations, and international organiza-
tions’’; 

(B) in subsection (b)(5), as redesignated by 
section 821(a)(1)(B), by striking ‘‘countries’’ 
and inserting ‘‘countries, regional organiza-
tions, and international organizations’’; 

(C) in subsection (c)(1), by striking ‘‘recipi-
ent country’’ and inserting ‘‘recipient coun-
try or organization’’; 

(D) in subsection (f)(2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘coun-

try’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘country or organization’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘coun-
tries’’ and inserting ‘‘countries or organiza-
tions’’; and 

(E) in subsection (h), by striking ‘‘coun-
try’’ and inserting ‘‘country and organiza-
tion’’. 

(2) In section 620M (22 U.S.C. 2378d)— 
(A) in subsection (d)(7), by striking ‘‘to the 

maximum extent practicable’’ and inserting 
‘‘unless such disclosure would endanger the 
safety of human sources or reveal sensitive 
intelligence sources and methods’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) REPORT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than January 

31 of each year, the Secretary of State shall 
submit to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the Senate, a report on the 
vetting process of units of security forces of 
foreign countries established to comply with 
this section. 
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‘‘(2) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—The report 

required under paragraph (1) shall include 
the following: 

‘‘(A) The total number of units submitted 
for vetting during the prior calendar year, 
and the number of such units that were ap-
proved, suspended, or rejected for human 
rights reasons. 

‘‘(B) The name of such units rejected dur-
ing the prior calendar year and a description 
of the steps taken to assist the government 
of the foreign country in bringing the re-
sponsible members of such units to justice, 
in accordance with subsection (c). 

‘‘(C) An updated list of the units with re-
spect to which no assistance is to be fur-
nished pursuant to subsection (a).’’. 

(3) In section 622(c) (22 U.S.C. 2382(c)), by 
inserting ‘‘law enforcement and justice sec-
tor assistance,’’ before ‘‘military assist-
ance,’’. 

(4) In section 656(a)(1) (22 U.S.C. 2416(a)(1)), 
by striking ‘‘January 31’’ and inserting 
‘‘March 1’’. 
SEC. 831. REPEAL OF REPORTS. 

(a) REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORT ON WORLD 
MILITARY EXPENDITURES AND ARMS TRANS-
FERS.—Section 404 of the Arms Control and 
Disarmament Act (22 U.S.C. 2593b) is hereby 
repealed. 

(b) REPEAL OF ANNUAL REPORT RELATING 
TO THE COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND CO-
OPERATION IN EUROPE.—Section 5 of Public 
Law 94–304 (22 U.S.C. 3005) is hereby repealed. 

(c) REPEAL OF REPORT ON ASSISTANCE RE-
LATING TO INTERNATIONAL TERRORISM.—Sec-
tion 502 of the International Security and 
Development Cooperation Act of 1985 (22 
U.S.C. 2349aa-7) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b); and 
(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-

section (b). 
SEC. 832. DEFENSE TRADE CONTROLS REGISTRA-

TION FEES. 
Section 45 of the State Department Basic 

Authorities Act of 1956 (22 U.S.C. 2717) is 
amended— 

(1) in the first sentence— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘defense trade controls’’ 

after ‘‘100 percent of the’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘the Office of Defense 

Trade Controls of’’; and 
(2) in the second sentence— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by inserting ‘‘management, licensing, com-
pliance, and policy activities in the defense 
trade controls function, including’’ after ‘‘in-
curred for’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘contract 
personnel to assist in’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(D) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) the facilitation of defense trade policy 

development and implementation, review of 
commodity jurisdiction determinations, pub-
lic outreach to industry and foreign parties, 
and analysis of scientific and technological 
developments as they relate to the exercise 
of defense trade control authorities; and 

‘‘(5) contract personnel to assist in such 
activities.’’. 
SEC. 833. WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE TO 

UNITS OF FOREIGN SECURITY 
FORCES THAT ENGAGED IN SEXUAL 
EXPLOITATION OR ABUSE IN PEACE-
KEEPING OPERATIONS. 

The Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 is 
amended by inserting after section 554 the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 555. WITHHOLDING OF ASSISTANCE TO 

UNITS OF FOREIGN SECURITY 
FORCES THAT ENGAGED IN SEXUAL 
EXPLOITATION OR ABUSE IN PEACE-
KEEPING OPERATIONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State 
should withhold assistance to any unit of the 

security forces of a foreign country if the 
Secretary has credible information that such 
unit has engaged in sexual exploitation or 
abuse, including while serving in a United 
Nations peacekeeping operation, until the 
Secretary determines that the government 
of such country is taking effective steps to 
hold the responsible members of such unit 
accountable and to prevent future incidents. 

‘‘(b) NOTICE.—The Secretary of State— 
‘‘(1) shall promptly notify the government 

of each country subject to any withholding 
of assistance pursuant to this section; and 

‘‘(2) shall notify the appropriate congres-
sional committees of such withholding not 
later than 10 days after a determination to 
withhold such assistance is made. 

‘‘(c) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of State 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
assist the government of each country sub-
ject to any withholding of assistance pursu-
ant to this section in bringing the respon-
sible members of such unit of the security 
forces of the country to justice. 

‘‘(d) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘ap-
propriate congressional committees’ 
means— 

‘‘(1) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(2) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate.’’. 
SEC. 834. MODIFICATION TO LIMITATIONS ON AS-

SISTANCE RELATING TO HUMAN 
RIGHTS. 

(a) MODIFICATION TO THE LIMITATION ON AS-
SISTANCE TO SECURITY FORCES.—Subsection 
(a) of section 620M of the Foreign Assistance 
Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2378d) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, including any combined 
security activities or operations with any 
such unit,’’ after ‘‘of a foreign country’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, including any act that 
constitutes a war crime, as such term is de-
fined in section 2441 of title 18, United States 
Code’’ after ‘‘gross violation of human 
rights’’. 

(b) MODIFICATION TO LIMITATION ON SECU-
RITY ASSISTANCE.—Subsection (d)(1) of sec-
tion 502B of the Foreign Assistance Act of 
1961 (22 U.S.C. 2304) is amended by inserting 
‘‘any act that constitutes a war crime, as 
such term is defined in section 2441 of title 
18, United States Code,’’ after ‘‘the abduc-
tion and clandestine detention of those per-
sons,’’. 

Subtitle C—Studies on Authorities and 
Programs 

SEC. 841. REQUIREMENT FOR STUDY BY BUREAU 
OF INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS 
AND LAW ENFORCEMENT AFFAIRS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Assistant Secretary for the Bureau of Inter-
national Narcotics and Law Enforcement, in 
consultation with the heads of other rel-
evant bureaus of the Department, shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Foreign Affairs of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations of the Senate a 
report detailing all existing programs, and 
their statutory authorities, that provide 
training, advice, equipment, and other sup-
port to eligible foreign civilian security 
forces and institutions. 

(b) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—Such a re-
port shall assess the following: 

(1) The benefits and costs of consolidating 
the number of such programs and expanding 
the scope of such programs, as appropriate. 

(2) The prospects for improving coordina-
tion among such programs. 

(3) The impact of repealing section 660 of 
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 
2420), including— 

(A) the potential opportunities such repeal 
would create for expanding existing pro-
grams or establishing new programs to im-
prove the capacity, capabilities, and profes-
sionalism of such civilian security forces and 
institutions, including with respect to pay 
and promotions, benefits, leadership, and ad-
ministration; and 

(B) the required elements necessary to en-
sure that any such program would enhance 
rule of law and safeguard human rights. 

(c) CIVILIAN SECURITY FORCES.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘civilian security forces’’ in-
cludes non-military security forces at the 
national, state, district, or local level that 
are responsible for internal security, do not 
report to a defense ministry or similar or re-
lated defense or military entity of a foreign 
government, and are assigned responsibility 
for one or more of the following: 

(1) Law enforcement. 
(2) Border security. 
(3) Maritime and port security. 
(4) Customs law enforcement. 
(5) Sanctions monitoring and enforcement. 
(6) Counterterrorism. 
(7) Counter-narcotics. 
(8) Counterproliferation. 
(9) Counter-transnational organized crime. 
(10) Improving the administration of jus-

tice. 
(11) Promoting respect for human rights. 
(12) Promoting the rule of law. 

SEC. 842. REQUIREMENT FOR INDEPENDENT 
STUDY OF EXISTING SECURITY AS-
SISTANCE AUTHORITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall enter into a contract 
with a federally funded research and develop-
ment center with appropriate expertise and 
analytical capability to carry out the study 
described in subsection (b). 

(b) STUDY.—The study required by sub-
section (a) shall provide for a comprehensive 
examination of— 

(1) the history and evolution of existing se-
curity assistance authorities and the origi-
nal intent of such authorities; 

(2) areas in which— 
(A) such authorities have deviated from 

such original intent and explanations why; 
and 

(B) such authorities overlap or compete 
with one another; and 

(3) recommendations for consolidating, re-
placing, or otherwise adapting such authori-
ties, as well as for establishing new ones, to 
include recommendations for differentiating 
authorities based on the capacity and capa-
bilities they build as opposed to by issue or 
purpose. 

(c) REPORT.— 
(1) TO THE SECRETARY.—Not later than one 

year after the date on which , the Secretary 
enters into a contract pursuant to sub-
section (a), the independent research entity 
that has entered into a contract with the 
Secretary shall submit to the Secretary a re-
port containing— 

(A) the results of the study required by 
subsection (a); and 

(B) such recommendations to improve the 
effectiveness of existing security assistance 
authorities as the entity considers to be ap-
propriate. 

(2) TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 30 days 
after receipt of the report under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall submit such report, 
together with any additional views or rec-
ommendations of the Secretary, to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate. 

TITLE IX—MISCELLANEOUS 
SEC. 901. CASE-ZABLOCKI ACT REFORM. 

Section 112b of title 1, United States Code, 
is amended— 
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(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘Com-

mittee on International Relations’’ and in-
serting ‘‘Committee on Foreign Affairs’’; and 

(2) by amending subsection (b) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(b) Each department or agency of the 
United States Government that enters into 
any international agreement described in 
subsection (a) on behalf of the United States, 
shall designate a Chief International Agree-
ments Officer, who— 

‘‘(1) shall be a current employee of such de-
partment or agency; 

‘‘(2) shall serve concurrently as Chief 
International Agreements Officer; and 

‘‘(3) subject to the authority of the head of 
such department or agency, shall have de-
partment or agency-wide responsibility for 
efficient and appropriate compliance with 
subsection (a) to transmit the text of any 
international agreement to the Department 
of State not later than 20 days after such 
agreement has been signed.’’. 
SEC. 902. LIMITATION ON ASSISTANCE TO COUN-

TRIES IN DEFAULT. 
Section 620(q) of the Foreign Assistance 

Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2370(q)) is amended— 
(1) by striking ‘‘No assistance’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(1) No assistance’’; 
(2) by inserting ‘‘the government of’’ before 

‘‘any country’’; 
(3) by inserting ‘‘the government of’’ before 

‘‘such country’’ each place it appears; 
(4) by striking ‘‘determines’’ and all that 

follows and inserting ‘‘determines, after con-
sultation with the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, 
that assistance for such country is in the na-
tional interest of the United States.’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) No assistance shall be furnished under 

this Act, the Peace Corps Act, the Millen-
nium Challenge Act of 2003, the African De-
velopment Foundation Act, the BUILD Act 
of 2018, section 504 of the FREEDOM Support 
Act, or section 23 of the Arms Export Control 
Act to the government of any country which 
is in default during a period in excess of 1 
calendar year in payment to the United 
States of principal or interest or any loan 
made to the government of such country by 
the United States unless the President deter-
mines, following consultation with the con-
gressional committees specified in paragraph 
(1), that assistance for such country is in the 
national interest of the United States.’’. 
SEC. 903. PROHIBITION ON ASSISTANCE TO GOV-

ERNMENTS SUPPORTING INTER-
NATIONAL TERRORISM. 

(a) PROHIBITION.—Subsection (a) of section 
620A of the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 (22 
U.S.C. 2371) is amended by striking ‘‘that the 
government of that country’’ and all that 
follows and inserting ‘‘that the government 
of that country— 

‘‘(1) has repeatedly provided support for 
acts of international terrorism; 

‘‘(2) grants sanctuary from prosecution to 
any individual or group which has com-
mitted an act of international terrorism; 

‘‘(3) otherwise supports international ter-
rorism; or 

‘‘(4) is controlled by an organization des-
ignated as a foreign terrorist organization 
under section 219 of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189).’’. 

(b) RESCISSION.—Subsection (c) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘and the Chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate, and the Committees 

on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate’’. 

(c) WAIVER.—Subsection (d)(2) of such sec-
tion is amended by striking ‘‘and the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
of the Senate’’ and inserting ‘‘, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Foreign 
Relations of the Senate, and the Committees 
on Appropriations of the House of Represent-
atives and the Senate’’. 

(d) PROHIBITION ON LETHAL MILITARY 
EQUIPMENT EXPORTS.—Such section, as so 
amended, is further amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(e) PROHIBITION ON LETHAL MILITARY 
EQUIPMENT EXPORTS.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The United States shall 

not provide any assistance under this Act or 
section 23 of the Arms Export Control Act to 
any foreign government that provides lethal 
military equipment to a country the govern-
ment of which the Secretary of State has de-
termined supports international terrorism 
for purposes of section 1754(c) of the Export 
Control Reform Act of 2018. 

‘‘(B) TERMINATION.—The prohibition on as-
sistance under subparagraph (A) with respect 
to a foreign government shall terminate 12 
months after such government ceases to pro-
vide the lethal military equipment described 
in such subparagraph. 

‘‘(C) APPLICABILITY.—This subsection ap-
plies with respect to lethal military equip-
ment provided under a contract entered into 
after October 1, 1997. 

‘‘(2) WAIVER.—The President may waive 
the prohibition on assistance under para-
graph (1) with respect to a foreign govern-
ment if the President determines that to do 
so is important to the national interest of 
the United States. 

‘‘(3) REPORT.—Upon the exercise of the 
waiver authority pursuant to paragraph (2), 
the President shall submit to the appro-
priate congressional committees a report 
with respect to the furnishing of assistance 
under the waiver authority, including— 

‘‘(A) a detailed explanation of the assist-
ance to be provided; 

‘‘(B) the estimated dollar amount of such 
assistance; and 

‘‘(C) an explanation of how the assistance 
furthers the national interest of the United 
States. 

‘‘(4) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term 
‘appropriate congressional committees’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives; and 

‘‘(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate.’’. 
SEC. 904. ESTABLISHING A COORDINATOR FOR 

ISIS DETAINEE ISSUES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the President, acting through the Secretary, 
may designate an existing official within the 
Department to serve as senior-level coordi-
nator to coordinate, in conjunction with 
other relevant Federal departments and 
agencies, all matters for the United States 
Government relating to the long-term dis-
position of ISIS detainees, including all mat-
ters in connection with— 

(1) repatriation, transfer, prosecution, and 
intelligence-gathering; 

(2) coordinating a whole-of-government ap-
proach with other countries and inter-
national organizations, including 
INTERPOL, to ensure secure chains of cus-
tody and locations of ISIS detainees; 

(3) coordinating the provision of technical 
and evidentiary assistance to foreign coun-

tries to aid in the successful prosecution of 
ISIS detainees; and 

(4) all multilateral and international en-
gagements led by the Department and other 
relevant Federal departments and agencies 
that are related to the current and future 
handling, detention, or prosecution of ISIS 
detainees. 

(b) RETENTION OF EXISTING AUTHORITY.— 
The appointment of a senior-level coordi-
nator pursuant to subsection (a) shall not de-
prive any Federal department or agency of 
any existing authority to independently per-
form the functions of that agency relating to 
ISIS detainees. 

(c) ISIS DETAINEE DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘ISIS detainee’’ means a cap-
tured individual— 

(1) who allegedly fought for or supported 
the Islamic State of Iraq and Syria; and 

(2) who is a national of a country other 
than Iraq or Syria. 
SEC. 905. SEAN AND DAVID GOLDMAN CHILD AB-

DUCTION PREVENTION AND RETURN 
ACT OF 2014 AMENDMENT. 

Subsection (b) of section 101 of the Sean 
and David Goldman International Child Ab-
duction Prevention and Return Act of 2014 
(22 U.S.C. 9111; Public Law 113–150) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, respectively,’’ after ‘‘ac-

cess cases’’; and 
(ii) by inserting ‘‘and the number of chil-

dren involved’’ before the semicolon at the 
end; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by inserting ‘‘re-
spectively, the number of children involved,’’ 
after ‘‘access cases,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by inserting ‘‘, and 
number of children involved in such cases’’ 
before the semicolon at the end; 

(3) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon at the end; 

(4) in paragraph (9), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(10) the total number of pending cases the 
Department of State has assigned to case of-
ficers and number of children involved for 
each country and as a total for all coun-
tries.’’. 
SEC. 906. MODIFICATION OF AUTHORITIES OF 

COMMISSION FOR THE PRESERVA-
TION OF AMERICA’S HERITAGE 
ABROAD. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 3123 of title 54, 
United States Code, is amended as follows: 

(1) In section 312302, by inserting ‘‘, and 
unimpeded access to those sites,’’ after ‘‘and 
historic buildings’’. 

(2) In section 312304(a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘and historic buildings’’ and 

inserting ‘‘and historic buildings, and 
unimpeded access to those sites’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘and protected’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘, protected, and made accessible’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and pro-
tecting’’ and inserting ‘‘, protecting, and 
making accessible’’. 

(3) In section 312305, by inserting ‘‘and to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Foreign Relations of the Senate’’ after 
‘‘President’’. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Commission for the Preservation of Amer-
ica’s Heritage Abroad shall submit to the 
President and to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate a report that contains an evaluation 
of the extent to which the Commission is 
prepared to continue its activities and ac-
complishments with respect to the foreign 
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heritage of United States citizens from east-
ern and central Europe, were the Commis-
sion’s duties and powers extended to include 
other regions, including the Middle East and 
North Africa, and any additional resources 
or personnel the Commission would require. 

TITLE X—BUDGETARY EFFECTS 
SEC. 1001. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. ENGEL) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imous consent that all Members have 5 
legislative days in which to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material on H.R. 3352. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Let me first of all thank our ranking 

member on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, Mr. MCCAUL of Texas, for work-
ing with me closely to bring this bipar-
tisan piece of legislation forward. 

Mr. Speaker, one of our top priorities 
on the Foreign Affairs Committee is 
making sure that diplomacy is a pillar 
of American foreign policy. Diplomacy 
is the tool, Mr. Speaker, that we use 
around the world to defuse crises, to 
prevent conflicts, and to help build 
peace, stability, and prosperity. We use 
diplomacy, along with development, to 
strengthen friendships and to bridge di-
vides. 

We invest in these efforts because 
they help us project our values around 
the world, support democracy, human 
rights, and our country’s spirit of com-
passion and generosity. We invest in di-
plomacy and development because they 
enhance our security. 

Countries in regions that are more 
stable and governments that are more 
transparent and accountable mean that 
we have better partners on the world 
stage; they mean fewer places where 
conflict may erupt or extremism may 
take root. 

The violence we can forestall through 
diplomacy means one less place where 
we may need to put American service-
members in harm’s way. So you would 
think, Mr. Speaker, with all the tre-
mendous dividends we see from diplo-
macy and development, that the Con-
gress would make sure that our agen-
cies and our personnel responsible for 
this work always have the support and 
resources they need and that we are 

working constantly to provide the 
tools needed to meet 21st century glob-
al challenges. That is why it is so 
amazing, Mr. Speaker, that the last 
time a State Department authorization 
was signed into law was the year 2002. 

Just think of all the issues we are 
grappling with around the world that 
we could not have envisioned 17 years 
ago. We are asking the State Depart-
ment to counter terrorist propaganda 
on social media. But the last time Con-
gress gave the State Department its 
legislative due was 2 years before 
Facebook was invented, right around 
the time the first smartphones were 
coming on the market. 

Let me be clear. Our diplomats have 
done a great job dealing with the chal-
lenges America faces, and our inability 
to get a State Department authoriza-
tion signed into law is not for lack of 
trying. The Foreign Affairs Committee 
and the House have passed a number of 
bills that just did not make it across 
the finish line. 

With the bill we are considering 
today, I hope we are starting a new 
trend. It contains a wealth of good pro-
visions. I view it as an important start 
in breathing new life into the com-
prehensive, regular authorizing work 
Congress should do to support Amer-
ica’s diplomacy and development ef-
forts. 

It will help the Department recruit 
and retain a diverse workforce so that 
our diplomats—our face to the world— 
look like the country they are rep-
resenting. 

It will enhance our Embassy and in-
formation security to keep these dedi-
cated public servants safe. It author-
izes absolutely essential investments 
in Embassy security, construction, and 
maintenance. 

It will help to streamline the Depart-
ment’s management structure, strip 
out duplication, and cut away the 
deadwood from outdated reports. This 
will make sure the agency is flexible 
and nimble in a rapidly changing 
world. 

It will focus on smart planning and 
rigorous evaluation so we know we are 
being effective in our diplomatic ef-
forts. 

Beyond what is in the bill, Mr. 
Speaker, I am especially proud of what 
this bill stands for. I have tremendous 
respect for our colleagues on the 
Armed Services Committee and the 
Permanent Select Committee on Intel-
ligence. I salute their work in regu-
larly passing authorizing legislation 
for the agencies they oversee. 

If we are serious about diplomacy 
and development as critical parts of 
our foreign policy and essential to our 
national security, then there is abso-
lutely no reason that a State Depart-
ment authorization bill should not be 
part of Congress’ regular work. 

b 1545 

Our committee has shown again and 
again that we can work together in a 
bipartisan way to advance our coun-

try’s security. We pass a lot of legisla-
tion, often small fixes around the edges 
to get at a particular challenge. 

With an authorization bill, we are 
sending a stronger message to our dip-
lomats: As you carry out your critical 
and often dangerous work, we are going 
to have your backs. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that we 
are advancing this bill today, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of the State Department Authorization 
Act of 2019, which I was proud to draft 
with the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. ENGEL), my friend and chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and I thank him for his strong biparti-
sanship. 

The last State Department reauthor-
ization was signed into law in 2002. 
Imagine that, 2002, 1 year after 9/11. 

In the 16 years since that authority 
lapsed, we have seen too many tax-
payer dollars wasted on inefficient hir-
ing and procurements, an expanding 
bureaucracy, and an outdated IT sys-
tem that left us vulnerable to 
cyberattacks from foreign nations, 
states, and hackers. 

It is the fundamental duty of the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs to 
pass an annual authorization bill. This 
is necessary to fulfill our constitu-
tional Article I oversight responsibil-
ities and our obligation to be good 
stewards of the people’s money. 

For these reasons, I am proud of this 
bipartisan bill that our committee has 
produced. It will address numerous 
longstanding difficulties. It will also 
fortify the Department and our dip-
lomats with the tools they need to ful-
fill their missions to promote America 
overseas and enhance our national se-
curity. 

Among other important reforms, the 
bill before us will modernize the work-
force, eliminate outdated reports and 
special offices, prohibit expensive and 
unnecessary construction practices, 
impose rigorous monitoring and eval-
uation metrics, save taxpayer dollars, 
and reassert, as I mentioned before, our 
Article I prerogatives of Congress. 

As the United States faces growing 
challenges from nation-states around 
the world, like Russia, China, Iran, and 
North Korea, we need our Secretary 
and our diplomats to know that Con-
gress fully supports them, and this bill 
does just that. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
ENGEL, again, and his team for working 
with my staff and our members to en-
sure that this is a strongly bipartisan 
product; otherwise, it could not pass 
the House, Senate, and be signed into 
law. The chairman knows that, and I 
want to thank him, again, for working 
with me on this important legislation 
that we really haven’t seen in over a 
decade. 

This type of collaboration has been a 
hallmark of our work in this com-
mittee. I, for one, am very proud of 
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that work, and I know Chairman 
ENGEL is as well. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
vote in favor of this long overdue bill, 
which deserves our unanimous support, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MCCAUL) for his kind words and his 
hard work. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Virginia (Ms. 
SPANBERGER), a valued member of the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Ms. SPANBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 3352, the 
Department of State Authorization 
Act. 

I would like to first take a moment 
to thank Chairman ENGEL and Ranking 
Member MCCAUL for their leadership 
on this authorization, the first in more 
than a decade. Truly, we are overdue. 

As a former intelligence officer who 
has served abroad, I can attest to the 
vital contributions of the State De-
partment and its workforce in keeping 
our American families safe and secure. 

We need to give our diplomatic corps, 
civil service officers, and support staff 
the tools, resources, and training they 
deserve as they protect and uphold U.S. 
interests and values around the world. 

Among this bill’s strong provisions, I 
am proud to see my amendment pass 
committee to keep the State Depart-
ment workforce safe from sexual har-
assment and assault. 

Additionally, I urge my colleagues to 
approve my amendment to approve the 
security assistance coordination be-
tween the Department of State and the 
Department of Defense. This amend-
ment would help Congress and the 
American people better understand 
how our military deployments support 
our diplomatic priorities. 

I encourage my colleagues to support 
this important bill and to recognize 
and reinforce our appreciation for the 
tireless work of our diplomatic and 
civil service corps. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. YOHO), ranking member of the 
Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on Asia, 
the Pacific, and Nonproliferation. 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to thank the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. ENGEL), chairman of the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
for bringing this bill up, and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL), my 
good friend and colleague, the lead Re-
publican on the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

I can’t tell you how important this 
bill is, and I rise today in support of 
H.R. 3352, the Department of State Au-
thorization Act of 2019. 

You heard how long it has been since 
we have passed this. It recently passed 
out of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
with wide bipartisan support. This is 
the hallmark of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee, and it shows the good work 
that is done and how important this is, 
and that is why the Foreign Affairs 

Committee is the most important com-
mittee in the House. 

This legislation helps support the im-
portant work that the State Depart-
ment does and its diplomats do to pro-
tect our national security. 

I have had the honor to travel on 
codels that are so important, and I en-
courage Members to do that, because it 
strengthens America’s foreign policy, 
our engagement, and it leaves a belief 
in those other countries that America 
is here to be allies. 

What I am always amazed at is the 
hard work of our State Department 
employees; and not reauthorizing a bill 
that gives them the ability to work, it 
kind of affects their attitude. So this is 
a critical bill to be approved at this 
time. 

Despite the essential need for a fully 
functioning, operational Department, 
this is the first time in 6 years that 
there has been a comprehensive De-
partment of State authorization bill. 

It is the duty of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee and the Congress as 
a whole to provide our departments 
with the necessary tools to advance the 
United States’ foreign policy. 

Again, I thank Chairman ENGEL and 
Ranking Member MCCAUL for including 
the language from my bill, H.R. 1677, 
which repeals certain foreign affairs re-
porting requirements within the State 
Department. This provision will repeal, 
again, the unnecessary, redundant re-
quirements that are outdated and no 
longer needed. 

I would also like to commend my col-
leagues in the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, the staff for coming 
together and supporting a bipartisan 
bill that will protect America’s na-
tional security. We must not let par-
tisan divide continue to handicap our 
diplomats and their mission. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to support the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. CONNOLLY). 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3352, the Department of State 
Authorization Act of 2019. This legisla-
tion helps put our diplomacy and devel-
opment missions on firm footing by up-
dating long-neglected authorities to re-
flect facts on the ground and strength-
ening the State Department’s oper-
ations and workforce. 

Diversity is a unique source of that 
strength and for our economy and na-
tional security. We must ensure that 
our Federal workforce reflects the 
American people it serves. That is why 
I am grateful that this bill includes the 
bulk of my National Security Diversity 
and Inclusion Workforce Act, H.R. 2979, 
promoting diversity in Federal na-
tional security offices. 

That bill and the authorization bill 
before us today require regular report-
ing on demographic data related to 
State Department’s workforce and di-

versity efforts and encourages State to 
expand recruitment and retention pro-
grams to facilitate a diverse workforce 
that looks like America. 

I want to thank the chairman, in par-
ticular, and the ranking member for in-
cluding this amendment as part of the 
bill to incentivize senior leaders to fos-
ter an inclusive environment and offer 
a career advancement program for sen-
ior positions, also encouraging a di-
verse participation. 

I have collaborated with Federal em-
ployee groups to promote diversity 
within Federal agencies, and I welcome 
the opportunity to take a comprehen-
sive approach in this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I was a staff member on 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee for 10 years, and I helped write 
the last foreign aid bill, and that was 
in 1985. As the ranking member noted, 
it has been 17 years since we have 
brought a State Department authoriza-
tion bill to full force in the law. 

Credit goes to Chairman ENGEL and 
Ranking Member MCCAUL and their re-
spective staffs for bringing us to this 
point and, frankly, without any kind of 
adversity. It was the smoothest mark-
up of a State Department bill I ever re-
call, and my hat is off to them. Mr. 
Speaker, they deserve a lot of con-
gratulations. It is a good model for this 
bill. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. WRIGHT), a member of the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Department of 
State Authorization Act of 2019. 

For our government to function as 
efficiently and effectively as possible, 
it is critical for us to revisit the re-
sources and responsibilities of each de-
partment from time to time. As every-
one has noted, but it is worth repeat-
ing, it has been 17 years since we en-
acted a comprehensive authorization 
bill for the State Department. 

H.R. 3352, which enjoys broad bipar-
tisan support, will bring our diplomacy 
into the future and save valuable tax-
payer dollars by reasserting congres-
sional authority, streamlining pro-
grams, eliminating duplicative report-
ing, and requiring measurements of 
programs’ success. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
ENGEL and lead Republican MCCAUL for 
including my bill, the Energy Diplo-
macy Act, in H.R. 3352. 

Since 1977, when Congress formally 
gave the Secretary of State primary 
authority over energy-related foreign 
policy, there have been significant 
changes in the global energy landscape: 

The United States is now the world’s 
top producer of petroleum natural gas; 

We have also seen increased 
weaponization of energy by Russia 
against our EU and NATO allies, trans-
forming energy into a critical national 
security issue. 

This new challenge requires re-
affirmed dedication and focus. The En-
ergy Diplomacy Act does just that by 
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authorizing an Assistant Secretary of 
State for Energy Resources and defin-
ing our energy security and diplomatic 
priorities. 

This will ensure the State Depart-
ment has adequate personnel to carry 
out its mandate and protect and ad-
vance the energy security interests of 
the United States, as well as those of 
our allies abroad. 

Finally, this will advance U.S. en-
ergy exports by instructing our dip-
lomats to work in tandem with U.S. 
energy companies operating abroad. 

Combating Russia’s maligned influ-
ence in Europe has been at the fore-
front of the House Committee on For-
eign Affairs’ agenda this year, and I 
firmly believe pushing back on Russia’s 
energy dominance in Europe must be 
part of our strategy. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank, again, 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL), the chair, and the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL), the lead Re-
publican, for including the Energy Di-
plomacy Act in this bill, and I urge my 
colleagues to support the Department 
of State Authorization Act. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume to 
close. 

I just want to say, as I said at the be-
ginning, how proud I am to work with 
Chairman ENGEL, to draft this critical 
and overdue authorization bill. 

I think it was mentioned previously, 
I think this is the most bipartisan 
committee on the Hill, and it should 
be, because we shouldn’t bring par-
tisanship to this body on issues of im-
portance like this. 

I want to thank the staff on the ma-
jority side for working with my staff 
on the minority side, and particularly, 
I want to thank Grant Mullins on my 
staff for his excellent work on this bill. 

This doesn’t happen by accident. It 
happens by design, and it happens when 
the staff can work together because the 
chair and the ranking member send a 
message, a message of leadership, in a 
tone that we want to get this done in a 
bipartisan way. And the beauty of that 
is, Mr. Speaker, that will give this bill, 
this authorization, the first one we 
have seen since 2002, the best oppor-
tunity to pass the Senate and be signed 
into law. 

And, Mr. Speaker, this will be a hall-
mark of this Congress, I believe, when 
that fine event happens. It is exercising 
our constitutional prerogatives under 
Article I and our oversight role on the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for 
purposes of closing. 

Mr. Speaker, once again, let me 
thank the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
MCCAUL), my friend and partner, for 
his partnership. 

This legislation really does represent 
the product of close bipartisan work on 

this committee since the start of this 
Congress. So I wish to thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) and 
other members of the committee, both 
Democrats and Republicans. 

And, again, I hope with this bill’s 
passage today, the House is turning 
over a new leaf. Mr. Speaker, I am 
committed to making sure authorizing 
legislation for the State Department is 
something we do regularly and is some-
thing that this body considers as a 
must pass. 

I am proud of our work on this bill. I 
want to thank my staff. I want to 
thank the staff on the minority side, as 
well. I am very proud of all of us work-
ing together as a team. 

I urge all Members to support this, 
and, again, I thank the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. MCCAUL). 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

b 1600 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ENGEL) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3352, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SHORT-TERM DETENTION 
STANDARDS ACT 

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 3670) to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to ensure access to 
appropriate temporary shelter, food, 
and water for individuals apprehended 
by U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion, and for other purposes, as amend-
ed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3670 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Short-Term 
Detention Standards Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ACCESS TO APPROPRIATE TEMPORARY 

SHELTER, FOOD, AND WATER DUR-
ING SHORT-TERM DETENTION. 

Paragraph (1) of section 411(m) of the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 
211(m)) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) ACCESS TO APPROPRIATE TEMPORARY 
SHELTER, FOOD, AND WATER.—The Commis-
sioner shall make every effort to ensure the 
provision to an individual apprehended by 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection of ap-
propriate temporary shelter with access to 
bathroom and shower facilities, water, ap-
propriate nutrition, hygiene, personal 
grooming items, and sanitation needs.’’. 
SEC. 3. AUDIT AND INSPECTIONS OF DETENTION 

FACILITIES. 
(a) OIG AND GAO.—The Inspector General 

of the Department of Homeland Security and 
the Comptroller General shall carry out reg-
ular audits and inspections, including unan-

nounced audits and inspections, of processes 
(including recordkeeping) utilized by U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection to conduct 
intake and process individuals apprehended 
by U.S. Customs and Border Protection. The 
Inspector General and Comptroller General 
shall, to the extent possible, share informa-
tion and coordinate to ensure that Congress 
is provided timely audit and inspection in-
formation. 

(b) CONGRESSIONAL ACCESS.—The Commis-
sioner of U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion may not— 

(1) prevent a Member of Congress or an em-
ployee of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives or the United States Senate des-
ignated by such a Member for the purposes of 
this section from entering, for the purpose of 
conducting oversight, any such facility: and 

(2) make any temporary modification at 
any such facility that in any way alters what 
is observed by a visiting member of Congress 
or such designated employee, compared to 
what would be observed in the absence of 
such modification. 

(c) PHOTOGRAPHS.—The Inspector General 
of the Department of Homeland Security, 
Comptroller General, a Member of Congress, 
or an employee of the United States House of 
Representatives or United States Senate 
shall be authorized to take photographs or 
video or audio recordings of conditions in a 
facility but may not publish photographs or 
video or audio recordings with personally 
identifiable information without permission. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN) and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana (Mr. HIGGINS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Michigan. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and to 
include extraneous material on this 
measure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of my 

bill, H.R. 3670, the Short-Term Deten-
tion Standards Act. 

This legislation is very simple. It re-
quires humane conditions for migrants 
detained in short-term detention facili-
ties at our ports of entry. 

This legislation is premised on a very 
simple idea that defending our coun-
try’s security and upholding humani-
tarian standards are not mutually ex-
clusive. Anyone who believes that we 
can have only one or the other mis-
understands America’s core values. 

Under current law, the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 only requires that 
migrants in short-term detention have 
‘‘adequate access to food and water.’’ 
But we know from the heart-wrenching 
images that we have seen on TV and in 
news reports, and the findings of the 
Department of Homeland Security’s 
own inspector general, that, too often, 
migrants are going without basic ne-
cessities. 

In the last 2 months alone, the DHS 
inspector general released two manage-
ment alerts, detailing poor conditions 
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and extreme overcrowding in El Paso 
and in the Rio Grande Valley of Texas, 
where I just visited. 

That is why I have introduced this 
bill, which expands the current require-
ment under law so that Customs and 
Border Protection must also provide 
migrants not only food and water but 
bathroom and shower facilities, appro-
priate nutrition, hygiene, personal 
grooming items, and sanitation needs. 

Based on the reports we have all seen 
and the outcry from constituents in 
my district, I traveled to the southern 
border last week in one of the only bi-
partisan trips to have made it to the 
border. What I saw, from beginning to 
end, was tragedy and misery for every 
link in the chain. 

It was misery for migrants, who were 
fearing death and persecution at home 
and risked their lives to walk 1,000 
miles, often with their children, in the 
heat to seek asylum in the United 
States. 

It was misery for the thousands of 
additional migrants who were just 
seeking a better life and to come to 
work in this country but have no easy, 
legal way to do that. 

It was misery for the Customs and 
Border Protection officials and the 
Border Patrol officials who were not 
stood up and set up to do this, who 
have been demonized in the press, 
many of whom are first-generation 
Americans, in a situation they were 
never trained for. 

It is misery top to bottom. That mis-
ery, for me, turned to anger because it 
is because of the inability of Wash-
ington to produce comprehensive im-
migration reform that that misery is 
happening. 

There is so much more to do to al-
leviate the crisis at our southern bor-
der. I think all of my bipartisan col-
leagues, when we traveled to the bor-
der, felt that it was our duty to work 
on bipartisan legislation so that we can 
create a situation where people who we 
need in this country can come here le-
gally, people who are seeking asylum 
can do it legally, and we do not have to 
put our customs and border officials in 
this kind of stressful situation. 

I thank my Republican colleagues on 
the Homeland Security Committee who 
voted unanimously with me on this 
bill. I believe this is the first bill on 
standards at our southern border to be 
bipartisan. I am very proud of that. It 
is a commonsense proposal that I think 
Democrats, Republicans, and independ-
ents can all support. 

To my colleagues who have not yet 
made up their minds, the standards 
outlined in this bill are simply the 
same standards for our inmates in our 
prisons that the Bureau of Prisons up-
holds. They are the same standards 
under the Geneva Convention that any 
U.S. soldier must uphold when we take 
in a prisoner of war. 

Those are our bare minimum stand-
ards that represent our values, and I 
offer they should also be the exact 
same standards we afford people com-
ing over our southern border. 

The number of migrants coming over 
our southern border is overwhelming. 
It would overwhelm any administra-
tion, any political affiliation, but it 
does not abrogate our responsibility to 
maintain basic humanitarian standards 
in alignment with our values. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity must do better. From my own trip 
last week, I know they want to do bet-
ter. 

As I said, I am particularly grateful 
to my colleagues on the other side of 
the aisle who voiced support for this 
bill and who came on as cosponsors. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
do the right thing, help our country as-
pire to higher standards, and support 
H.R. 3670, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the gentle-
woman from Michigan’s efforts on this 
bill. I admire her for her compassion. I 
respect her intent and the spirit behind 
this bill, and I hope that we can work 
together to move forward. 

My concern is with the letter of the 
law written within this bill. I know 
firsthand that showers are being pro-
vided and that personal hygiene prod-
ucts are immediately available to the 
unprecedented number of people in 
Customs and Border Protection cus-
tody, both from visits to the border 
myself and from regular communica-
tion with brothers and sisters of law 
enforcement who work the border, who 
are tasked with securing our border. I 
see regular emails, messages, videos, et 
cetera. 

My concern with this bill is that it 
does not solve the problem, in my opin-
ion. 

Customs and Border Protection proc-
essing facilities are outdated. Many fa-
cilities were built decades ago. They 
were neither designed to process chil-
dren and families nor the massive num-
bers of illegal immigrants arriving at 
our border on a daily basis. 

Without providing funding for new 
Customs and Border Protection facili-
ties, I am concerned that this bill 
would not fix the real problem, despite 
its obvious compassionate intent. 

Instead of forcing Customs and Bor-
der Protection to provide a long list of 
amenities to illegal immigrants, we 
should be focused on quickly proc-
essing migrants and moving them out 
of Customs and Border Protection cus-
tody. 

Unfortunately, many of my col-
leagues across the aisle have resisted 
providing funding for additional Immi-
gration and Customs Enforcement bed 
space. People are being held at CPB 
much longer than was ever envisioned. 

My colleagues across the aisle have 
supported policies that, in my opinion, 
have exacerbated the crisis by refusing 
to provide ICE with the resources it 
needs to get people out of short-term 
detention and into more suitable facili-
ties for long-term holding. 

This bill is attempting to solve prob-
lems that, some would argue, are 
caused by a Democratic policy decision 
to restrain funding for ICE and degrade 
its ability to hold illegal immigrants. 

We should provide ICE the resources 
it needs to conduct its mission rather 
than imposing those responsibilities on 
Customs and Border Protection, men 
and women who are tasked with a com-
pletely different mission. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to address the 
specific points raised by the gentleman 
across the aisle. 

The gentleman is correct. This bill is 
not meant to fix everything. It doesn’t 
get to the root of the problem. 

What it does is establish very basic 
humanitarian standards similar, al-
most exactly, to what we have for our 
prisoners of war and our prisoners. 
That is taken from the Geneva Conven-
tion. That is the international stand-
ard, and I want to meet those stand-
ards. 

In many cases, the men and women 
of Customs and Border Protection and 
Border Patrol are absolutely meeting 
those standards. I think probably, at 
this point, most areas are. So, then, it 
shouldn’t be a problem to enshrine it in 
actual law. 

I also agree that we have a major 
problem in our immigration system. I 
believe that strongly and even more 
strongly after I went to the border this 
past week, and I look forward to my 
colleague working with us on bipar-
tisan immigration reform. 

I think this is a minimum standard. 
It is a humanitarian standard in line 
with our values. It is what our law en-
forcement officers and our uniform 
military already have to provide when-
ever they are in a position of deten-
tion. 

I think this isn’t difficult if we are 
already achieving, in most cases, these 
standards across the board. 

Regarding the complaint that it 
doesn’t solve every problem, it was 
never meant to. So let’s focus on the 
bill at hand. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to share 
with the gentlewoman, for whom I 
have deep respect, that I believe that 
the humanitarian standards that the 
gentlewoman referred to are alive in 
the hearts of the men and women, the 
American men and women, who serve 
in Customs and Border Protection on 
the border. These Americans struggle 
to accomplish their mission despite 
overwhelming, almost impossible con-
ditions and situations, masses of hu-
manity, wave after wave of children of 
God. 

Indeed, the role of this body, as envi-
sioned by our Founders and supported 
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through the generations, is to allow 
the American spirit to manifest itself 
without regulation and enforced tradi-
tions and principles that are exhibited 
by the very Americans whom we serve. 

I deeply respect the intent of this 
bill, although I have voiced my concern 
regarding the letter of the language of 
this bill and the purposes of my con-
cern. 

I would share with Congresswoman 
SLOTKIN that I am prepared to close. I 
have no further speakers. 

Mr. Speaker, I deeply respect her ef-
fort, while standing in opposition, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Ms. SLOTKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

In closing, I appreciate the gentle-
man’s comments and the spirit with 
which they were delivered. 

Let me say, as someone who is from 
Michigan, we depend upon our Customs 
and Border Protection agents, our Bor-
der Patrol agents, every single day for 
our own security, for awareness of 
what is coming over our border. 

Mr. Speaker, we are a border State, 
so you are never going to find a bigger 
fan of Customs and Border Protection 
and Border Patrol. I was visiting with 
them in the past 10 days. They are 
doing yeoman’s work, and I asked for 
their advice before I went to the south-
ern border. 

But we know that, despite their best 
efforts, the overwhelming number of 
people, combined with the complete in-
ability to be prepared for such num-
bers, means that people were going 
without showers, and people were going 
without access to medical care. People 
were going without. 

That is not what anyone wanted. I do 
not believe at all that people wanted 
that, but that was the reality. So I felt 
it was important to lay down a clear 
standard. I think the vast majority are 
adhering to that standard, and I think 
it is the bare minimum. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

b 1615 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PAYNE). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Ms. SLOTKIN) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, 
H.R. 3670, as amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

FAMILY FARMER RELIEF ACT OF 
2019 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 2336) to amend title 11, United 
States Code, with respect to the defini-
tion of ‘‘family farmer’’, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2336 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Family 
Farmer Relief Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF FAMILY FARMER. 

Section 101(18) of title 11, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘$3,237,000’’ 
each place that term appears and inserting 
‘‘$10,000,000’’. 
SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE) and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER) each will control 20 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Rhode Island. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CICILLINE. I yield myself such 

time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2336, the Family 

Farmer Relief Act of 2019, would in-
crease the current debt limit used to 
determine whether a family farmer is 
eligible for relief under chapter 12 of 
the Bankruptcy Code, a specialized 
form of bankruptcy relief specifically 
intended for family farmers, from ap-
proximately $4.4 million to $10 million. 

Chapter 12 permits a family farmer 
who satisfies certain eligibility criteria 
to reorganize his or her debts pursuant 
to a repayment plan under the super-
vision of a bankruptcy trustee. The 
special attributes of chapter 12 make it 
better suited to meet the particular-
ized needs of family farmers in finan-
cial distress than other forms of bank-
ruptcy relief. 

Under chapter 7, for example, the 
family farm and its assets would have 
to be liquidated to pay the claims of 
creditors, thus depriving the family 
farmer of his or her livelihood, which is 
completely unacceptable. 

The chapter 11 process for reorga-
nization, which is typically used by 
large corporations in economic distress 
to reorganize complex financial trans-
actions, is also inappropriate due to its 
costly and time-consuming process 
that does not work for our Nation’s 
small farming operations. 

In light of these concerns with other 
avenues for reorganization under the 

Bankruptcy Code, Congress created 
chapter 12 during the farm crisis of the 
mid-1980s in response to a series of eco-
nomic catastrophes facing small farms, 
from grain embargoes, to high interest 
rates, to consolidation, and mega- 
farms. 

Unfortunately, many similar eco-
nomic pressures are impacting family 
farmers today, who are also facing the 
devastating effects of climate change, 
including unprecedented weather 
events and catastrophic flooding, as 
well as stagnant or falling returns on 
investment. 

H.R. 2336 takes into consideration the 
fact that modern farming operations 
entail greater costs and resulting debt 
than when chapter 12 was first enacted 
by raising the debt threshold to qualify 
for this type of bankruptcy relief to a 
level more consistent with today’s op-
erations. 

Accordingly, I support H.R. 2336, and 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
bill. 

The Family Farmer Relief Act of 2019 
brings urgently needed help to a crit-
ical link in America’s economy and a 
vital part of American community life, 
the family farmer. 

In 2005, Congress permanently en-
acted chapter 12 of the Bankruptcy 
Code. Chapter 12 is specially designed 
to help family farmers reorganize their 
debts in time of need and keep their 
farms going. In the years since, chapter 
12 and its streamlined procedures have 
worked well. 

There has, however, been one prob-
lem. As time has passed, the cost of 
running a family farm have rapidly in-
creased; the ceiling on chapter 12, on 
how much debt a family farm can reor-
ganize, has lagged behind. Especially 
with the advent of modern, high-tech 
farming equipment, the chapter 12 ceil-
ing is no longer high enough to let 
many farms with typical amounts of 
debt go into chapter 12. 

The Family Farmer Relief Act of 2019 
fixes this problem. It raises the ceiling 
from the old, roughly $4.5 million limit 
to a more reasonable $10 million limit. 
This means that more family farmers 
will be able to successfully reorganize 
when they need to, to the benefit of the 
economy and local communities across 
the land. 

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of this bill. I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. DELGADO), the author of the 
bill, a relentless advocate for this leg-
islation, and a distinguished member of 
the freshman class. 

Mr. DELGADO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, Chairman CICILLINE for 
those kind words. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong 
support of my bill, the Family Farmer 
Relief Act. 
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I rise to urge bipartisan support for a 

bipartisan priority, relief for family 
farmers. Passing H.R. 2336 will make 
our Nation’s bankruptcy laws for farm-
ers reflective of today’s economy and 
better represent the experiences of our 
Nation’s farmers. 

I am proud to represent New York’s 
19th Congressional District, which 
stretches nearly 8,000 square miles, is 
made up of 11 counties, and includes 
the beautiful Hudson Valley and Cats-
kill Mountains. 

New York 19 is the eighth most rural 
district in the country, and the third 
most rural represented by a Democrat. 
It is also home to nearly 5,000 farms 
and over 8,000 farm operators. 

The last USDA Ag Census found that 
96 percent of the farms in my district 
are family owned. These family-owned 
farms, both in New York 19, and across 
the country, are facing alarming rates 
of foreclosure during this down farm 
economy. 

This is the fifth year on record of de-
clining net farm income. Prices are 
low, inputs are high, and current trade 
policies make the future for farms un-
known. 2018 marked the fourth con-
secutive year of rising bankruptcy 
rates as a proportion of the farm popu-
lation. 

This farm economy is exacerbated by 
an outdated bankruptcy filing cap that 
leaves farmers without options to re-
structure or repay their debt. Chapter 
12 was created specifically to provide 
repayment flexibility and reorganiza-
tional advantages for family farms dur-
ing poor economic times. 

Unfortunately, this outdated debt 
cap has rendered chapter 12 an inacces-
sible tool for thousands of farm fami-
lies. 

Mr. Speaker, the numbers tell the 
story here. According to the National 
Farm Bureau, last year just 498 farms 
filed for chapter 12 bankruptcy. By 
comparison, 766,000 consumers filed 
under chapters 7 and 13. 

Over the last 10 years, chapter 7 and 
chapter 13 have seen 10 million total 
filings, compared to just 5,000 Chapter 
12 filings. 

Mr. Speaker, we must do more. 
The Family Farmer Relief Act solu-

tion is simple. My one-sentence bill 
would adjust the debt cap to align with 
today’s land values and the cost of 
doing business for today’s farmers. Our 
legislation modifies chapter 12 bank-
ruptcy rules to raise the debt cap for 
eligibility to $10 million. 

This adjustment will provide farmers 
additional options to manage the cur-
rent farm economy and allows farmers 
to retain assets and remain oper-
ational. Allowing farmers increased 
flexibility is critical to the health and 
wellness of our family farmers and the 
Upstate economy at large. 

I thank House leadership for bringing 
this important bill to the floor, and 
also Subcommittee Chairman CICILLINE 
for his support and leadership on the 
Judiciary Committee. 

In addition, I want to thank Senator 
GRASSLEY for his ongoing leadership on 
this issue in the Senate. 

And lastly, I want to thank my bipar-
tisan House colead, Judiciary Sub-
committee Ranking Member JIM SEN-
SENBRENNER, House Agriculture Com-
mittee Chairman COLLIN PETERSON, 
and Representatives TJ COX, KELLY 
ARMSTRONG, and DUSTY JOHNSON. 

I look forward to seeing this bill 
move forward so we can give our farm-
ers and growers the support and flexi-
bility they need in these hard times. 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I have no further speakers. I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 
2336 is a commonsense, bipartisan solu-
tion. I applaud the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. DELGADO) for his leader-
ship on this bill to help our Nation’s 
family-owned farms. 

This legislation is supported by the 
nonpartisan American Bankruptcy In-
stitute, as well the American College of 
Bankruptcy. It currently has more 
than 27 bipartisan cosponsors, includ-
ing our distinguished colleague, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. SEN-
SENBRENNER). 

I encourage my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to pass H.R. 2336. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
CICILLINE) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2336, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

BIPARTISAN BUDGET ACT OF 2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on passage of 
the bill (H.R. 3877) to amend the Bal-
anced Budget and Emergency Deficit 
Control Act of 1985, to establish a con-
gressional budget for fiscal years 2020 
and 2021, to temporarily suspend the 
debt limit, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 284, nays 
149, not voting 0, as follows: 

[Roll No. 511] 

YEAS—284 

Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 

Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (TX) 

Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 

Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Dunn 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Ferguson 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Guthrie 
Haaland 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (TX) 

Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Miller 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 

Raskin 
Reschenthaler 
Richmond 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose (NY) 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Young 

NAYS—149 

Abraham 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Biggs 
Blumenauer 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 
Buchanan 
Buck 

Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Chabot 
Cline 
Cloud 
Comer 
Cooper 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davidson (OH) 

DesJarlais 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Emmer 
Estes 
Flores 
Foxx (NC) 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
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Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (PA) 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kind 
King (IA) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lesko 
Lipinski 

Long 
Loudermilk 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McAdams 
McClintock 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Olson 
Omar 
Palmer 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Posey 
Pressley 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Riggleman 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose, John W. 

Rouzer 
Roy 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Shimkus 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smucker 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Steil 
Steube 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Timmons 
Tipton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Watkins 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wittman 
Wright 
Yoho 
Zeldin 

b 1710 

Mr. BRINDISI changed his vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Messrs. FERGUSON and BILIRAKIS 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MASSIE 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, I have an 
amendment at the desk to change the 
title of the bill to: ‘‘A bill to kick the 
can down the road, and for other pur-
poses.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to 

kick the can down the road, and for other 
purposes.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 6 of rule XVI, the amendment is 
not debatable. 

The question is on the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MASSIE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 47, nays 384, 
not voting 1, as follows: 

[Roll No. 512] 

YEAS—47 

Amash 
Biggs 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 
Buck 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Cloud 
Comer 
Cooper 
Davidson (OH) 

DesJarlais 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gohmert 
Gosar 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Harris 
Hice (GA) 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 

Huizenga 
Hunter 
Jordan 
King (IA) 
LaMalfa 
Lesko 
Massie 
McAdams 
McClintock 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Mooney (WV) 

Murphy 
Norman 
Perry 
Phillips 

Posey 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Weber (TX) 

Webster (FL) 
Wright 
Yoho 

NAYS—384 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Bucshon 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 

Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Ferguson 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx (NC) 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gooden 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Haaland 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Holding 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (TX) 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 

King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
Lamb 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Mullin 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olson 
Omar 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 

Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 

Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 

Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watkins 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—1 

Cárdenas 

b 1726 

Messrs. CLINE, MARCHANT, and 
GRAVES of Missouri changed their 
vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. MCADAMS changed his vote 
from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

VENEZUELA TPS ACT OF 2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARSON of Indiana). Pursuant to clause 
1(c) of rule XIX, further consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 549) to designate Ven-
ezuela under section 244 of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act to permit 
nationals of Venezuela to be eligible 
for temporary protected status under 
such section, and for other purposes, 
will now resume. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I have a motion to recommit at the 
desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. I am in its 
present form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Reschenthaler moves to recommit the 

bill H.R. 549 to the Committee on the Judici-
ary with instructions to report the same 
back to the House forthwith with the fol-
lowing amendment: 

Page 1, line 11, before the comma, insert 
the following: ‘‘because of the economic, hu-
manitarian, security, and refugee crisis that 
is a direct result of years of socialist policies 
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implemented by the regimes of Hugo Chavez 
and Nicolas Maduro’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his motion. 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, the motion to recommit I am offer-
ing today is a very simple one. The mo-
tion to recommit inserts language into 
this bill that blames Venezuela’s eco-
nomic, humanitarian, security, and ref-
ugee crisis squarely where it belongs, 
on socialism. 

This crisis is a direct result of years 
of socialist policies implemented by 
the authoritative regimes of Hugo Cha-
vez and Nicolas Maduro. Venezuela 
should be the wealthiest country in 
South America. Indeed, it once was. 
However, like all socialist regimes, 
Chavez and Maduro ripped power from 
the hands of their people, depriving 
Venezuelans of their personal liberties 
and relegating them to poverty, death, 
and despair. 

In socialist countries, the govern-
ment no longer serves the people; the 
people serve the government. 

Venezuela is currently experiencing, 
according to The New York Times, the 
worst economic collapse outside of war 
in the last half-century. The country’s 
economy has shrunk twice as much as 
the Soviet bloc’s economy did during 
their collapse. 

Venezuelans continue to suffer from 
shortages of food, medicine, and simple 
commodities. Inflation is set to reach 
10 million percent this year. 

Ten million percent inflation? Mr. 
Speaker, that is unthinkable. 

Venezuela’s economy is so bad and 
its inflation is so out of control that, 
according to Bloomberg, a haircut 
costs five bananas and two eggs. It is 
absolutely ridiculous. This is what it 
has come to in Venezuela. 

One-tenth of the population has fled 
the country due to economic collapse 
and government repression. 

As Margaret Thatcher once said, the 
problem with socialism is that eventu-
ally you run out of other people’s 
money. 

Mr. Speaker, earlier this year, I was 
fortunate enough to get to the border 
of Colombia and Venezuela. In fact, I 
was with a bipartisan, bicameral dele-
gation to the border. I talked to refu-
gees about the conditions from which 
they fled. 

I heard stories of physicians who 
were performing surgeries with 
smartphone lights because the lights in 
the operating room went off and on. 

I heard stories from family members 
who said that their other family mem-
bers were dying because they couldn’t 
get penicillin for simple wounds and in-
fections. 

I saw a woman crossing a river in a 
wheelchair because she was desperately 
seeking medical attention. It was truly 
heartbreaking. 

To this day, over 3 million Ven-
ezuelans have fled for Colombia while 
the ruthless Maduro regime blocks hu-
manitarian aid into Venezuela. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, sadly, Members of 
this very body continue to stand with 
Maduro. Mr. Speaker, while Members 
of this very body stand with Maduro, 
they simultaneously refuse to recog-
nize Guaido as the legitimate President 
of Venezuela. They continue to blame 
the United States for Venezuela’s col-
lapse. They align themselves with the 
disastrous, inhumane policies of social-
ism. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
call the crisis in Venezuela for what it 
is: the result of unfettered socialism. I 
ask that they support this motion to 
recommit, which won’t kill the bill and 
which won’t delay its adoption. 

We must send a strong message; we 
must send a united message; and we 
must send a message to the world that 
the United States is a beacon of free-
dom and hope, that the United States 
will always fight oppression, and that 
the United States will always empower 
the people. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Mr. 
Speaker, I claim the time in opposition 
to this motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman from Florida is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Mr. 
Speaker, this is an outrageous and 
truly insulting amendment meant to 
do nothing more than to score cheap 
political points. 

Let’s be clear, Republicans are offer-
ing this amendment to take a stand 
against a socialist dictator, but they 
plan to vote against this bill, a bill 
that does nothing more than protect 
people from that very dictator. In 
other words, Republicans want to say 
that they support the Venezuelan peo-
ple, but they are completely unwilling 
to do anything for them. 

I have just one thing to say to my 
Republican colleagues: Venezuelans 
don’t need your empty words. They 
need action now. 

Let’s be clear: Every American op-
poses dictatorial oppression, whether it 
comes from the far left or from the far 
right. In South America, we have seen 
dictators from the right and the left, 
like Augusto Pinochet in Chile or 
Jorge Rafael Videla in Argentina, both 
of whom killed and disappeared thou-
sands of their own citizens in pursuit of 
rightwing agendas. 

During those regimes, we condemned 
dictators. I hope you remember those 
times, Mr. Speaker. We did not use the 
tragedy of the people to score cheap po-
litical points. 

We all oppose dictatorship and tyr-
anny. It is what binds us together as 
Americans. 

Coming from South America, I un-
derstand very well what happens when 
we see a dictator rise, when it goes un-
checked. Instead of honoring demo-
cratic principles, this amendment uses 
it as a political weapon to divide our 
Nation. 

That is bad enough, but it is worse 
when those who offer the amendment 

are also unwilling to help oppressed 
people who find themselves in a similar 
situation to the countless immigrants 
who came to Plymouth Rock, Ellis Is-
land, or the Freedom Tower. 

Let me ask this: Do you think that 
oppressed Venezuelans, immigrants 
who desperately fled to the United 
States to seek refuge, prefer that we 
vote and waste our time on an empty 
condemnation or that we pass mean-
ingful legislation to prevent the ad-
ministration from deporting them back 
to a country suffering one of the worst 
humanitarian crises in this hemi-
sphere? 

Trump has said that he condemns 
Maduro and that he supports the Ven-
ezuelan people, but his words are as 
empty as this Republican motion be-
fore us. 

Trump’s hypocritical immigration 
policies have left this House no other 
option but to act. We have the oppor-
tunity to set aside politics, like 37 of 
my Republican colleagues did on Tues-
day, and do right by our Venezuelan 
brothers and sisters. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this motion to recommit. 

Let’s support our Venezuelan broth-
ers and sisters. ‘‘Apoyemos a nuestros 
hermanos venezolanos.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I demand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 9 of rule XX, the Chair 
will reduce to 5 minutes the minimum 
time for any electronic vote on the 
question of passage. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 215, noes 217, 
not voting 0, as follows: 

[Roll No. 513] 

AYES—215 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Bost 
Brady 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 

Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 

Crenshaw 
Crow 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Duffy 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ferguson 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foxx (NC) 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:26 Jul 26, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00061 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A25JY7.017 H25JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7442 July 25, 2019 
Gallagher 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Golden 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hagedorn 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Hill (AR) 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Katko 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kim 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 

Lamborn 
Latta 
Lesko 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Murphy 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Peterson 
Porter 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouzer 
Roy 

Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sherrill 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smucker 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Taylor 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Tipton 
Turner 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Watkins 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOES—217 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crist 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 

Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Haaland 
Harder (CA) 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 

Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 

Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 

Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sires 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stevens 
Suozzi 

Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
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So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I de-
mand a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 272, noes 158, 
not voting 2, as follows: 

[Roll No. 514] 

AYES—272 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Allred 
Amash 
Axne 
Bacon 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brindisi 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Connolly 
Cooper 

Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crenshaw 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duffy 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Evans 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fletcher 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Gabbard 

Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gottheimer 
Graves (GA) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Grijalva 
Haaland 
Harder (CA) 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Herrera Beutler 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Hill (CA) 
Himes 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (TX) 
Joyce (OH) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 

Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Lamb 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Mast 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McEachin 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Murphy 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Norcross 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Omar 
Pallone 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Reed 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Rodgers (WA) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rouda 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 

Shimkus 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Stevens 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Underwood 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wexton 
Wild 
Wilson (FL) 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young 

NOES—158 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Babin 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Brady 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Cline 
Cloud 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Cook 
Crawford 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis, Rodney 
DesJarlais 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Estes 
Ferguson 
Fleischmann 

Flores 
Foxx (NC) 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Granger 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Hagedorn 
Harris 
Hern, Kevin 
Hice (GA) 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Hudson 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Jordan 
Joyce (PA) 
Keller 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Latta 
Lesko 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Marchant 
Marshall 

Massie 
McCarthy 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
Meadows 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Newhouse 
Norman 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pence 
Perry 
Posey 
Ratcliffe 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (SC) 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Rutherford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Sensenbrenner 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smucker 
Stauber 
Steube 
Stewart 
Taylor 
Thornberry 
Timmons 
Tipton 
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Turner 
Upton 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 

Walorski 
Watkins 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 

Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Wright 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—2 

Ryan Waters 

b 1759 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Ms. 
Lasky, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed with an 
amendment in which the concurrence 
of the House is requested, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H.R. 3253. An act to provide for certain ex-
tensions with respect to the Medicaid pro-
gram under title XIX of the Social Security 
Act, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate has passed without amendment 
bills of the House of the following ti-
tles: 

H.R. 1569. An act to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to add Flagstaff and Yuma to 
the list of locations in which court shall be 
held in the judicial district for the State of 
Arizona. 

H.R. 2196. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to reduce the credit hour re-
quirement for Edith Nourse Rogers STEM 
Scholarship program of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR CONTINUATION 
OF SERVICE OF THE DEPUTY 
ADMINISTRATOR OF THE FED-
ERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRA-
TION 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure be discharged from fur-
ther consideration of the bill (S. 2249) 
to allow the Deputy Administrator of 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
on the date of enactment of this Act to 
continue to serve as such Deputy Ad-
ministrator, and ask for its immediate 
consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Washington? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 2249 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. AUTHORITY FOR CONTINUATION OF 

SERVICE OF THE DEPUTY ADMINIS-
TRATOR OF THE FEDERAL AVIATION 
ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—An individual serving as 
Deputy Administrator of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration on the date of enact-
ment of this Act may continue to serve as 
such Deputy Administrator, without regard 
to the restrictions specified in the 5th sen-
tence of section 106(d)(1) of title 49, United 
States Code. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act shall be construed as approval by 
Congress of any future appointments of mili-
tary persons to the Offices of Administrator 
and Deputy Administrator of the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

f 

PERMITTING OFFICIAL PHOTO-
GRAPHS OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES TO BE TAKEN 
WHILE THE HOUSE IS IN ACTUAL 
SESSION ON A DATE DES-
IGNATED BY THE SPEAKER 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
House Resolution 420, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the resolution is as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 420 

Resolved, That on such date as the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives may des-
ignate, official photographs of the House 
may be taken while the House is in actual 
session. Payment for the costs associated 
with taking, preparing, and distributing such 
photographs may be made from the applica-
ble accounts of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

AUTHORIZING THE USE OF EMAN-
CIPATION HALL FOR AN EVENT 
TO COMMEMORATE THE 400TH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE ARRIVAL 
OF THE FIRST AFRICAN SLAVES 
TO THE TERRITORY THAT 
WOULD BECOME THE UNITED 
STATES 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on House Administration be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
House Concurrent Resolution 53, and 
ask for its immediate consideration in 
the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from California? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 53 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), 
SECTION 1. USE OF EMANCIPATION HALL FOR 

EVENT COMMEMORATING 400TH AN-
NIVERSARY OF ARRIVAL OF FIRST 
AFRICAN SLAVES. 

Emancipation Hall in the Capitol Visitor 
Center is authorized to be used on September 
9, 2019, for an event to commemorate the 

400th anniversary of the arrival of the first 
African slaves to the territory that would 
become the United States. Physical prepara-
tions for the ceremony shall be carried out 
in accordance with such conditions as the 
Architect of the Capitol may prescribe. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962, 
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Judiciary be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 962, the Born-Alive Abortion Sur-
vivors Protection Act, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
guidelines consistently issued by suc-
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec-
tion 956 of the House Rules and Man-
ual, the Chair is constrained not to en-
tertain the request unless it has been 
cleared by the bipartisan floor and 
committee leaderships. 

Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, if this unanimous consent request 
cannot be entertained, I urge the 
Speaker and majority leader to imme-
diately schedule the Born-Alive bill so 
we can stand up and protect the sanc-
tity of human life. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not been recognized for de-
bate. 

f 

REQUEST TO CONSIDER H.R. 962, 
BORN-ALIVE ABORTION SUR-
VIVORS PROTECTION ACT 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on the Judiciary be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
H.R. 962, the Born-Alive Abortion Sur-
vivors Protection Act, and ask for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
guidelines consistently issued by suc-
cessive Speakers, as recorded in sec-
tion 956 of the House Rules and Man-
ual, the Chair is constrained not to en-
tertain the request unless it has been 
cleared by the bipartisan floor and 
committee leaderships. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I urge the Speaker to imme-
diately schedule this important bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman has not been recognized for de-
bate. 

f 

PARTICIPANTS IN CONGRESSIONAL 
YOUTH CABINET IN PENNSYLVA-
NIA’S FIFTH DISTRICT 

(Ms. SCANLON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, a few 
months ago, my office launched a Con-
gressional Youth Cabinet, a yearlong 
opportunity for students in Pennsylva-
nia’s Fifth District to share their ideas 
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on how to solve the most pressing 
issues facing young Americans while 
learning more about the policymaking 
process and how Congress works. 

I want to take a moment to acknowl-
edge the students who applied and will 
be participating in our PA–5 Youth 
Cabinet this year. 

Those students are: Augustin Aliaga, 
Maayan Barsade, Jade Bennett, Lucas 
Bennett, Lauren Block, Harry Cotter, 
Kieran DiasLalcaca, Annelise 
DiClemente, Jack DiPrimo, Gabriel 
Donahue, Ethan Donnelly, Christian 
Dormer, Grace Dougherty, Atreya 
Ghosh, Gwen Greene, Wali Hamid, 
Jahmiel Jackson, Channing Jackson, 
Paige Kieft, Kathleen Lac, Katherine 
Lanzalotto, Ryan Lynch, Luke Mandel, 
Aidan McGahey, Mya McKeown, Grace 
McNelis, Brenna Montgomery, Johanna 
Murphy, June Park, Mira Patel, Gwen-
dolyn Pfister, Richard Quiah, Fiona 
Rae, Sarah Rossi, Joseph Shapiro, and 
Vince Vento. 

I look forward to working with and 
learning from these incredible young 
people. 

f 

CELEBRATING INTERNATIONAL 
AUTOMAKERS 

(Mr. BAIRD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to celebrate the positive impact that 
international automakers’ investments 
have made in the United States and, 
specifically, in my home State of Indi-
ana. 

Today, international automakers op-
erate 30 manufacturing facilities across 
12 States, including 3 in Indiana, and 
build more than 60 different vehicle 
models across the country. 

Eleven models are produced in my 
home State, including the Subaru As-
cent, Impreza, Legacy, and Outback, 
which are all built in Lafayette, in our 
Fourth Congressional District. 

In addition to Subaru, Indiana is also 
home to Honda Manufacturing of Indi-
ana and Toyota Motor Manufacturing 
Indiana. 

Overall, international automakers in 
Indiana have directly employed more 
than 13,000 Hoosiers and helped support 
more than 126,000 local jobs via direct 
and indirect employment, produced 
over 1 million vehicles in 2018, and in-
vested $7.5 billion in our State’s econ-
omy. 

For 50 years and counting, inter-
national automakers have thrived in 
this country, thanks to an economy 
that welcomes investment, competi-
tion, and innovation. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in rec-
ognizing the important role of inter-
national automakers in the United 
States. 

f 

REJECT ATTACKS ON SNAP 

(Ms. WILD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. WILD. Madam Speaker, 2 days 
ago, I received an email from a con-
stituent, a professor at a community 
college in Allentown, Pennsylvania. 
Many of her students depend on SNAP 
benefits, and she reached out to me, 
deeply worried after hearing reports of 
the administration’s plans to further 
undermine SNAP through extreme new 
executive actions. 

These changes would cut assistance 
to over 3 million people across our 
country, including children, veterans, 
disabled Americans, and seniors. 

I wish I could send her a reassuring 
response. It is truly a shameful time in 
America when we give tax cuts to bil-
lionaires and huge corporations, but we 
can’t help folks falling on hard times 
put food on their tables. 

Around 44 percent of SNAP bene-
ficiaries, nationally, are children, and 
research shows that SNAP not only re-
duces hunger and malnutrition, but 
also improves American people’s lives 
in a whole range of other ways, includ-
ing improving children’s education 
outcomes. 

We cannot turn our backs on those 
we were sent here to serve. Let’s stand 
together, Democrats and Republicans, 
alike, just as when we worked together 
to protect SNAP benefits in the farm 
bill, and reject these deeply immoral 
attacks on our most vulnerable fellow 
citizens. 

f 

HONORING CENTRE COUNTY LAW 
ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS OF 
THE YEAR JOHN ASTON AND 
JEFFREY EBECK 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to ap-
plaud the bravery, dedication, and sac-
rifice of two of Centre County’s finest 
law enforcement officers. 

Each year, the Centre County Dis-
trict Attorney’s Office accepts nomina-
tions from the public, law enforcement 
agencies, and government agencies for 
the Centre County Law Enforcement 
Officers of the Year award. 

Earlier this month, State College Po-
lice Officer John Aston and Pennsyl-
vania State Trooper Jeffrey Ebeck 
were recognized as this year’s recipi-
ents. 

Aston has been a part of the borough 
police department for yearly 25 years 
and was promoted to detective in 2003. 
His experience in cellphone, computer, 
and internet forensics has been critical 
in a variety of high-profile cases in 
Centre County. 

Ebeck became a state trooper in 2002 
and has been described as a man of 
strong character and integrity. 

First responders like Aston and 
Ebeck certainly deserve to be recog-
nized for their work. But the men and 
women who choose these careers don’t 

do so for the accolades. They do so be-
cause of their commitment to service 
and to safety. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF THE VENEZUELA 
TPS ACT 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
I rise to support H.R. 549, the Ven-
ezuela TPS Act of 2019. 

This particular bill designates Ven-
ezuela for temporary protected status 
for an initial 18-month period begin-
ning on the date of enactment, and 
such designation would allow eligible 
nationals of Venezuela who are in the 
United States on the date of enactment 
to register for TPS benefits, including 
temporary immigration status and em-
ployment authorization. 

Let me indicate that, in my commu-
nity in Houston, there are a number of 
Venezuelans who have told their story 
of fleeing and leaving behind family 
members. Many of them, however, have 
had the opportunity to be in this coun-
try to be safe but still to be concerned 
about family members. 

We know that there are difficult 
times in Venezuela. It is important for 
the United States to engage diplomati-
cally to try and resolve this. 

We know there are medical crises, 
health crises, crises of family separa-
tion, and violence. 

So, I would make the point that this 
is an important initiative, and I would 
also say that I would like to thank one 
of the constituents in my community, 
CITGO, a company that has many Ven-
ezuelans working there but has been a 
generous supporter of Houston. 

I believe that it is important to try 
and resolve these issues to bring peace 
to Venezuela. TPS is appropriate, and 
we should do it now. 

f 

b 1815 

BDS MOVEMENT INCONSISTENT 
WITH AMERICAN VALUES 

(Mr. GUEST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. GUEST. Madam Speaker, the 
United States has long stood guard 
against ideologies that would under-
mine the principles of our democracy. 
Historically, the Boycott, Divestment 
and Sanctions, or BDS, movement has 
been regarded as inconsistent with 
American values and in opposition to 
alliance with Israel. 

Unfortunately, support for the BDS 
movement has been voiced in the 
House of Representatives. Supporting 
this measure shows disregard for the 
longstanding bond that the United 
States has developed with Israel as a 
trustworthy ally in the Middle East. 

The United States has never turned a 
blind eye to our allies, and every Mem-
ber of this legislative body should take 
steps to ensure that we do not betray 
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the enduring trust we have developed 
with our friend, the nation of Israel, 
and its people. 

We, as the House of Representatives, 
should bring up H.R. 336, the com-
prehensive legislation addressing the 
anti-BDS issue. I encourage my col-
leagues to support additional measures 
to protect against the BDS movement 
and uphold our friendship with the 
great nation of Israel. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE 29TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THE AMERICANS WITH 
DISABILITIES ACT 
(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Speaker, to-
morrow we celebrate the 29th anniver-
sary of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act, a groundbreaking civil rights law 
that has improved the lives of millions 
across the Nation, including my own. 
However, the fight for equality and in-
clusion is not over. 

Over the past year, I have collabo-
rated with disability advocates and 
lawmakers from both sides of the aisle 
to pass bills that strengthen protec-
tions for airline passengers with dis-
abilities, expand caregiver services for 
disabled veterans, and establish a more 
inclusive emergency preparedness and 
disaster planning process. 

I have also called for the Federal 
Government to account for its hiring 
and retention of disabled workers, in-
creased funding for spinal cord injury 
research, co-led legislation to help 
small businesses break down accessi-
bility barriers and passed a bill in the 
House to authorize $200 million for res-
pite care services. 

Madam Speaker, these efforts are 
only the beginning, and I cannot and 
will not stop fighting until we achieve 
the goal of equal opportunity, full in-
clusion, and economic self-sufficiency 
for people with disabilities everywhere. 

f 

WE MUST CONDEMN ANTI- 
SEMITISM 

(Mr. BUDD asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BUDD. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today because a resolution was intro-
duced in this body last week sup-
porting the Boycott, Divestment and 
Sanctions, or BDS movement, against 
the State of Israel. Again, seemingly 
right after this body passed another 
resolution condemning anti-Semitism, 
this backwards ideology has reared its 
ugly head once again in the form of H. 
Res. 496. 

I have come to the floor today to 
speak to the supporters of bills like 
these and the 22 Members who either 
voted ‘‘nay’’ or ‘‘present’’ on H. Res. 
246 earlier this week, to remind them 
that Israel is the only stable democ-
racy in an otherwise volatile region of 
the world. 

It is a place where women serve in 
the military and hold high office. It is 
a place where all people are able to ex-
press their views without threat from 
the government. It is a place where 
Arab citizens are elected to the 
Knesset. Bottom line, Israel values 
human rights. 

Madam Speaker, we must condemn 
anti-Semitism no matter where it 
comes from, and I am glad the House 
did that earlier this week. 

f 

CELEBRATING AUGUST 4 AS 
COAST GUARD DAY 

(Mr. CRIST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CRIST. Madam Speaker, today I 
rise to celebrate August 4 as Coast 
Guard Day, marking the service’s 
founding by Alexander Hamilton in 
1790. We are very grateful for the brave 
men and women of the United States 
Coast Guard who selflessly serve Amer-
ica, both at home and abroad. 

My congressional district of Pinellas 
County, Florida, is proud to be home to 
numerous Coast Guard commands, 
both ashore and afloat. We have the 
largest and busiest air station in the 
country, Air Station Clearwater, and a 
robust maritime operation at Sector 
St. Petersburg. 

Coast Guard families serve as well, 
providing the Coasties themselves with 
the support and resilience they depend 
on to stand watch, day in and day out. 

So, Madam Speaker, I would like to 
wish a happy 229th birthday to the 
United States Coast Guard. 

f 

FIRE PREVENTION 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, 1 
year ago, on July 23, the Carr fire 
broke out in Shasta County, California, 
near Reading, sometimes referred to as 
a ‘‘firenado’’ that burned nearly 230,000 
acres and destroyed 1,600 structures. 
Most tragically of all, it took eight 
lives. 

It took over a month to fully extin-
guish what became one of the most de-
structive fires in California State his-
tory. For those impacted by it, it must 
have felt like the blink of an eye. Ev-
erything they owned went up in smoke. 

Now, a year later, everyone is still 
working the recovery process as best as 
can be done. It is still not easy. 

In the aftermath of this disaster, and 
even during it, our community showed 
just how strong and resilient our peo-
ple are. Families, friends, and neigh-
bors came together to help each other 
in any possible way, with water, food, 
clothes, everything they needed, and 
they have continued to do so for the 
whole year. 

Some of the first homes are now 
being completed as people are moving 
forward, a good sign. 

Preventing another fire like this is 
one of my top priorities. The Carr fire 
was started when a flat tire caused a 
wheel to scrape against the asphalt and 
create a spark in the nearby forested 
area; so I have introduced legislation 
called the CARR Act, Combustion 
Avoidance on Rural Roads Act, which 
helps avoid this sort of combustion on 
rural roads by allowing categorical ex-
clusions to clear vegetation within 300 
feet of a roadway. 

We have got much to do, and for peo-
ple who lost everything, this is preven-
tion that will help keep it from hap-
pening again. 

f 

CONGRATULATING MIKE 
LANGFORD 

(Mr. LEVIN of Michigan asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LEVIN of Michigan. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
Mike Langford on his retirement. 

Mike had served as the president of 
the Utility Workers Union of America 
since 2006 and has been a major leader 
of that union for many decades. 

During his time at the UWUA, Mike 
has worked hard to bring about over-
due reform that delivers safe, reliable, 
cost-effective, and environmentally 
friendly utility services across this 
whole country. 

I share his commitment to a cleaner 
environment and more affordable serv-
ices for working families. And, as a 
former union organizer, I thank Mike 
for his outstanding dedication to 
American workers. 

Indeed, I can personally attest to 
Mike’s stalwart leadership of all Amer-
ican workers as a member of the AFL– 
CIO Executive Council. And I also want 
to point out that America’s veterans 
have had no better friend than Mike 
Langford, who helped set up programs 
to train hundreds and thousands of 
them for careers in the utility indus-
try. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating Mike on his retirement 
and on wishing him the very best for 
the next chapter of his life. 

f 

BORDER SECURITY 

(Mr. ROY asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I would 
notice that there is a certain smell 
here of jet fumes; that this Chamber is 
completely empty, here, July 25, my 
colleagues—well, it is empty for the 
most part. 

My colleagues are headed off to the 
airport to fly home; fly home for fund-
raisers, vacation. 

But you know what they are not 
doing? Nobody in this body is going to 
stay here to secure the border of the 
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United States. While we have got thou-
sands of people pouring across our bor-
der, while ICE does not have the re-
sources it needs to do its job, this body 
is adjourning. 

I had 40 of my colleagues, give or 
take—and it is a growing list—that 
have asked the Speaker that we should 
stay here. We should not adjourn. How 
can we possibly adjourn without giving 
ICE the resources it needs for the beds 
to be able to put people, to be able to 
deal with the border crisis? Yet, that is 
what this body is going to do. 

It is unconscionable that we are al-
lowing our border to stay open, and 
that this body is going to adjourn, go 
home and, for 6 weeks, not do our duty 
as a sovereign Nation to have a secure 
border, to make sure migrants can 
come here safely; but more impor-
tantly, that our law enforcement has 
the tools that it needs to do the job 
that we ask them to do when they are 
standing on the line every day defend-
ing this country. 

With cartels having operational con-
trol of our border, endangering this 
country, it is our duty to do it. We 
should stay here. 

f 

HONORING THE SERVICE OF JUDY 
SCHNEIDER 

(Ms. SCHAKOWSKY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to offer my deep gratitude 
and appreciation to someone who has 
played an inspirational and indispen-
sable role in Congress for more than 4 
decades, my great friend, my guide, 
Judy Schneider. 

After a legendary career as a Spe-
cialist on Congress at the Congres-
sional Research Service—really, the 
specialist, ultimate specialist, on Con-
gress—Judy is retiring; and I want to 
let her know how much she will be 
missed. 

I was fortunate to meet Judy even 
before I was sworn into the Congress. 
And as soon as I met her, I realized 
that I need Judy Schneider to be my 
mentor, and I was fortunate that she 
agreed to do that. 

Judy has won many well-deserved ac-
colades; but I think that her greatest 
reward is knowing that she has 
mentored and trained and inspired so 
many that have gone on to use her les-
sons about how Congress works, how it 
really works, how it should work, and 
then how it really works. That has 
been the lesson that has improved peo-
ple’s lives and the Members of Con-
gress’ lives and well-being. 

So, Judy, I thank you. I love you, and 
I wish you everything good. 

f 

CONGRATULATING EVAN 
DOLISZNY FOR HIS ACHIEVE-
MENTS 
(Mr. VAN DREW asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. VAN DREW. Madam Speaker, 
Evan Doliszny of Ocean City, in South 
Jersey, recently received the Congres-
sional Award Gold Medal, along with 
the STEM Star award for his work in 
mathematics. 

Evan is one of only 538 students in 
the Nation and 20 in New Jersey to 
achieve this honor, which was estab-
lished in 1979 to recognize and cele-
brate ‘‘Initiative, Achievement, Serv-
ice’’ in our young people. 

Evan is truly living out those ideals. 
He participated in over 611 hours of 
volunteer service for his community, 
over 1,148 hours developing his aca-
demic comprehension skills, and over 
1,040 hours with his team sport of crew. 

Evan is passionate about Middle 
Eastern traditions, culture, and his-
tory, and his goal is to work in inter-
national finance. 

Evan, your service and dedication to 
South Jersey is wonderful, and your 
accomplishments make clear that you 
have a bright, a very bright, future 
ahead of you. 

Congratulations on your achieve-
ment. We are very proud of you in 
South Jersey. 

Evan, keep on going. 
f 

WHERE IS OUR INFRASTRUCTURE 
PLAN? 

(Mr. ROSE of New York asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. ROSE of New York. Madam 
Speaker, in our first 200 days in this 
Congress, we have passed an incredible 
amount of legislation to root out cor-
ruption, protect healthcare, and com-
bat the opioid epidemic. 

Unfortunately, most of it, though, 
has died in the legislative graveyard of 
the Senate at the hands of MITCH 
MCCONNELL. 

Now, there have been rare moments, 
like the 9/11 Victim Compensation 
Fund, where we have managed to do 
the right thing. 

But as we prepare to go back for a 
month of work outside of these Cham-
bers, I ask one simple question: Where 
is our infrastructure bill? Because my 
constituents at home are sick and tired 
of their commute; sick and tired of 
their bridges and their roads that are 
falling apart. 

So I put this question to each and 
every Member of the House, leadership 
in both parties, and the President him-
self. 

Let’s get the job done. Let’s pass a 
real infrastructure bill. 

And you know what? If the Repub-
licans do not want to play ball, if they 
don’t even want to sit at the table with 
us, then let’s pass something out of 
this Chamber and put a very simple 
question to the Senate, a very simple 
question to the President of the United 
States: Whose side are you on? 

Are you on the side of the lobbyists, 
the corporate PACs, the wealthiest 
amongst us? 

Or are you finally on the side of the 
hardworking Americans that you try 

to speak to every few years during 
election season? 

f 

b 1830 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
SCANLON). The Chair will recognize 
Members for Special Order speeches 
without prejudice to possible resump-
tion of legislative business. 

f 

THE CRISIS AT OUR SOUTHERN 
BORDER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. GARCÍA) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, to begin Special Orders, I ask 
for unanimous consent that Members 
may have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 

Speaker, I would like to thank Rep-
resentatives POCAN, PORTER, TLAIB, 
and JAYAPAL. We are here today to call 
for justice for immigrants. We are here 
to put a spotlight on President 
Trump’s harmful attacks on immi-
grants and asylum seekers. 

Since President Trump took office, 
he has implemented some of the 
harshest and most racist immigration 
policies in our country’s history. 
Trump is also repeating one of the 
worst themes in our history, that of re-
lentless attacks designed to divide our 
country. Trump wants people to think 
that brown and black immigrants are 
not worthy of compassion, legal due 
process, or human rights. 

Despite organizing in our commu-
nities, the Trump White House has con-
tinued to push forward its anti-immi-
grant agenda. As an immigrant myself, 
the stories break my heart and make 
me really angry. 

A year ago, the separation of families 
and the caging of children shocked the 
conscience of Americans. A year later, 
we all mourned the deaths of Oscar 
Martinez Ramirez and his daughter 
Angie Valeria, who were found on the 
edge of a river embankment, both 
drowned in an effort to reach the prom-
ise of America. 

We used to think that sharing vul-
nerable images of the deceased children 
would elicit our deepest emotions and 
that would be enough for change, but 
even after the deaths of Oscar and his 
daughter, children continued dying at 
the hands of this administration, and 
nothing has changed. 

It is tempting to become desen-
sitized. It is easy to believe that this is 
the new normal. This is anything but 
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normal. This is unprecedented. When-
ever a scandal comes out or the Presi-
dent feels threatened, he comes after 
immigrants and those who do not look 
like him. 

It is unconscionable that the Presi-
dent has put lives, families, children, 
and communities in danger in a blatant 
effort to distract the media and our 
country. 

Today is an opportunity for my col-
leagues and me to, one, put a face on 
the people being impacted by these 
policies—people are real lives—frame 
this as the agenda of a President and a 
party who seek to hold power by divid-
ing Americans, and to remind our 
country that every attack is con-
nected. This is all part of a broader 
agenda of hate. 

I now yield to the gentlewoman from 
Illinois (Ms. SCHAKOWSKY). 

Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Madam Speaker, 
I am really so proud and grateful to 
join you, Congressman GARCÍA. We are 
both from Illinois, and we see some of 
the same examples of the fear that is 
plaguing our communities wherever 
there are immigrants. 

And I want to tell you, I take this 
issue very personally. Neither of my 
parents were born in the United States 
of America, but they came here as 
small children with their parents, who 
made a really good life. 

My grandfather had a horse and 
wagon and actually sold vegetables in 
Humboldt Park, part of your district 
right now, carrying heavy bags of pota-
toes up and down the stairs. 

Four children, and they all went to 
college. They made a good life, and now 
his granddaughter is in the United 
States Congress. 

Well, I will tell you, my grand-
parents, my parents did not live with 
the fear that this President has 
brought to millions and millions of 
people and, of course, people in our dis-
trict. 

I want to just tell you that exactly 1 
week ago today, I flew home, landed at 
O’Hare Airport in Chicago, and heard 
that something was happening over at 
the international terminal, that there 
was now a crowd of people and there 
were children ages, I think it was 16, 10, 
and 9, minors, who were being held at 
the airport. These were citizen chil-
dren. 

Why were they being held there? 
They came from Mexico. They had 
been there on vacation. They came 
with an adult relative of theirs who 
had a valid passport, but for some rea-
son Customs and Border Protection 
sent that adult back to Mexico—we are 
investigating exactly why—and now 
said only the mother could pick up 
these minor children. 

Well, I get that, except that their 
brother, who is a DACA recipient older 
than them, an adult, came to pick 
them up, and they were not released. A 
lawyer was there with a signed affi-
davit witnessed by members of the con-
sulate, the Mexican consulate. They 
would not release the children to her. 

By now, there was a crowd of people 
holding signs ‘‘Release the children.’’ 
They had arrived at about 3 in the 
morning. They were given two cots 
during the night, meaning one of those 
girls had to sleep on the floor. 

This is what is happening at the bor-
der, of course—mistreating children. 

So, finally, there was an agreement 
that was made: Okay, Mom will come. 
Guess what? Mom is undocumented. 
She was afraid to come, but she came, 
surrounded by the Mexican consulate, 
by the lawyer, by me, to make sure 
that she was able to take her children 
home. 

We heard that members of Customs 
and Border Protection said—and we are 
investigating this, too—that, if these 
were normal circumstances, that moth-
er would have been detained. 

Understand, they would have de-
tained the mother of citizen children 
who just wanted to travel to Mexico, 
come home, and go be with their par-
ents. 

What is going on in the United States 
of America? We fear that children like 
that are being used to lure undocu-
mented parents to the airport. That is 
what we fear. And this is just one ex-
ample of one family, of one problem 
that had to be resolved. 

I am telling you, I am so heart-
broken. I am going to the border on 
Wednesday, and I want to go see again 
for myself what is going on down there. 

But we have to say, no, this cannot 
happen. We are the country of the 
Statue of Liberty, the Statue of Lib-
erty that welcomed my father and his 
family to this country, not the family 
of walls and fear and mistreatment and 
children dying in custody. 

No, Mr. President, this is not the 
America that we all deserve. 

And thank you, Congressman, for 
leading this discussion. 

Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. WELCH). 

Mr. WELCH. Madam Speaker, I want 
to thank Congressman GARCÍA for 
yielding. 

I am from Vermont, and it is hard to 
be farther from the southern border in 
the United States than being in 
Vermont, but the question that people 
ask me in Vermont, really, more than 
anything else, is how is it that in the 
name of our government, under the au-
thority of our flag, we have instituted 
a policy, since rescinded, to take chil-
dren away from parents? How is that 
possible? 

The President talks about a crisis at 
the border. No argument about that; 
there is a crisis at the border. But is 
the right response to it that you sepa-
rate families? Is the right response 
that you call the people who are com-
ing gang members and rapists and kill-
ers? 

I went to the border, as well, and met 
many of the women and the men and 
the children who were there, and as 
you know better than anybody—and, 
by the way, I really appreciate your 

leadership on this and the leadership of 
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus— 
the people who are there are there out 
of desperation. 

One woman I spoke to, who was from 
Guatemala, told us that she had a 13- 
year-old daughter, and her husband had 
already been murdered, and the mother 
was told that her daughter was going 
to become the girlfriend of one of the 
gang members. It was that fear that 
made her leave her home. 

People do not want to leave their 
home, and they only do it when they 
absolutely have to to save their lives. 

She and her daughter set out in the 
night for the more than 1,000-mile jour-
ney to the southern border. About two- 
thirds of the way there, the mother 
started getting nervous, hearing sto-
ries, wondering what it would be like, 
and said to her daughter: Honey, we 
have got to go back. 

The daughter looked at the mother 
and said: Mom, we can’t. We are not 
safe. You are not safe, and I am not 
safe. 

They arrived at the southern border, 
and they make an effort to cross the 
bridge and are not allowed because of 
the go-slow policy and no capacity to 
‘‘process.’’ 

They wade across the river and turn 
themselves in, and their request is for 
asylum. That has been criminalized by 
the Trump administration. The daugh-
ter and the mother are separated. 

When we were with the mom, she 
didn’t know where her daughter was. Is 
she a rapist? Is she a criminal? Is she 
an MS–13 member? She is a mom try-
ing to protect her daughter. She is a 
mother who lost her husband already. 

Now, there is not an easy answer to 
that, and none of us suggest there is. 
But it is not the answer to say that 
anybody who is seeking to save their 
life, fleeing economic desperation, flee-
ing physical violence, seeking to pro-
tect a son or a daughter, is a criminal. 
They are asking for help. 

And it is a tough question: How much 
help can we give? We have to have se-
cure borders, but are we solving the 
problem by making it a crime to ask 
for help? Are we solving the problem by 
taking kids and separating them from 
their parents? Are we solving the prob-
lem where we cut aid off to the coun-
tries Honduras, Guatemala, and El Sal-
vador, where most of the people are 
coming from? The answer to that is no. 

And this is a hard problem, but it 
can’t be resolved unless there is some 
mutual recognition on both sides that 
it is something we have to work to-
gether to try to address. 

There are refugees around the world. 
There are some refugees who are com-
ing to our southern border. But this is 
becoming a worldwide problem, and it 
is a combination of factors of failed 
states, of environmental damage, of 
economic desperation; and we have to 
address this in a way that we acknowl-
edge the obligation we have to one an-
other. 

So my hope is that the President, 
whose leadership on this is absolutely 
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essential, tones it down and acknowl-
edges that this is an issue that we have 
to work together to solve, and it is not 
just the heel of the boot that is going 
to solve it, not just the punitive meas-
ures of taking kids from parents that is 
going to solve it, not just cutting off 
aid to Honduras, Guatemala, and El 
Salvador that is going to solve it. 

We are ready to work, and we need to 
work because it is, more than anything 
else, essential that we acknowledge the 
responsibility all of us have, whatever 
our policies are, to treat people hu-
manely. 

Madam Speaker, I thank Mr. GARCÍA 
so much for his work on this, and I 
pledge to continue working with the 
gentleman every way I can. 

b 1845 

Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I thank Congressman WELCH, 
Congresswoman SCHAKOWSKY of Illi-
nois, and the Congressional Progressive 
Caucus for allowing me to lead this 
conversation. 

The remarks of the previous speaker 
are a good segue to some background 
information from a historical context 
that I will share in the rest of the pro-
ceeding. 

Migrants are escaping some of the 
harshest regimes in Central America, 
where political and economic turmoil 
have generated abject poverty, abuse, 
and violent crime. 

Unlike many previous waves of im-
migrants, Central Americans are not 
arriving for purely economic reasons or 
to pursue the American Dream. In-
stead, they are coming to seek safety 
and the chance to live without fear of 
death, rape, or abuse. 

Those coming to our border now are 
families, newborns, children, and preg-
nant women escaping life-or-death sit-
uations as well as poverty. These deep-
ly rooted causes and push factors help 
explain why so many Salvadorans, 
Guatemalans, and Hondurans are flee-
ing their countries and heading toward 
the U.S. 

El Salvador. El Salvador has been 
trapped in a cycle of violence that can 
be traced back to its civil war, in 
which the U.S. was complicit. 

The MS–13 gang, which many politi-
cians like to talk about, and frequently 
referred to by the President in jus-
tification of his hardline immigration 
policies, was actually formed in L.A., 
in Los Angeles, California, and intro-
duced into El Salvador when its mem-
bers were deported, often to a country 
they barely knew. 

Guatemala also comes out of a great 
conflict in that country. Jakelin Caal 
Maquin, the 7-year-old Guatemalan girl 
who died in El Paso in December from 
cardiac arrest caused by severe dehy-
dration and shock, was forced to leave 
her home due to severe poverty. Her 
relatives explained that her father did 
all he could to stay in the land, but ne-
cessity made him try to get to the U.S. 

Honduras. Gender-based violence is 
the second leading cause of death for 

women in Honduras. In a country 
where emergency contraception and 
abortion are banned even for rape vic-
tims, survivors of sexual violence have 
few options if they become pregnant. 
They can seek to terminate the preg-
nancy and risk prison time, or they can 
go through with it and face one of the 
highest maternal mortality rates in all 
of Latin America. 

As a parent, I understand and 
empathize with parents who will do 
whatever it takes to give their children 
a better life. When you have a gun to 
your head, people threatening to rape 
your child, extort your business, or 
force your son to work for the cartels, 
what would you do? 

Aid to the Northern Triangle region 
of Central America is a long-standing 
pillar of American foreign policy sup-
ported by most Democrats and Repub-
licans in Congress. Providing humani-
tarian aid to countries in the Northern 
Triangle will help stabilize those 
economies and lift millions out of pov-
erty in the process. 

Establishing economic stability in 
those nations is at the root of an effec-
tive strategy to reduce the current 
surge in migrants seeking asylum and, 
ultimately, an effort to solve the root 
causes of the humanitarian crisis at 
the border. 

Despite this understanding from the 
State Department, the Trump adminis-
tration is reducing aid. Annual assist-
ance to Central America has declined 
by nearly 30 percent since fiscal year 
2016. Funding is crucial to programs 
that focus on good governance, eco-
nomic growth, and social welfare in the 
Northern Triangle. 

This is an issue of national security 
in our country and basic human needs 
and dignity abroad. 

Instead of receiving children and 
families with open arms, President 
Trump is cutting foreign aid for coun-
tries in the Northern Triangle, further 
exacerbating conditions there and ulti-
mately feeding into his manufactured 
crisis at the border. Potentially hun-
dreds of thousands more will be forced 
to make the difficult decision and head 
toward the U.S., and the administra-
tion knows this. 

Aid is not an immediate fix or the ul-
timate solution. An investment in the 
region can, however, help mitigate vio-
lence, corruption, and poverty, which 
can help over the long term. 

The State Department’s recent an-
nouncement to put $180 million on 
hold, to divert further funds, will im-
pact political stability and economic 
opportunities in those countries and, 
therefore, the push factors affecting 
migration. 

President Trump was right when he 
declared a crisis at the border. What he 
failed to explain is the role this admin-
istration has played in aggravating the 
situation. 

There is real suffering. Every day, 
refugees arriving at the southern bor-
der are being detained and held in in-
humane conditions, children locked in 
cages and infants dying in our care. 

The bottom line is very simple. The 
President has made the crisis at the 
border significantly worse, and it will 
only intensify with cuts in foreign as-
sistance to the Northern Triangle. 

President Trump is waging an as-
sault on all fronts against immigrants 
and asylum seekers and a full assault 
against the very morals and founding 
principles of our country, principles of 
acceptance, inclusiveness, and refuge 
for those who seek its shelter. 

In the interior, for Americans living 
away from the border, it can often 
seem like the President’s assault on 
immigrants and asylum seekers is a 
distant issue we see on the news, but 
the truth is that the President’s terror-
izing of communities extends to our 
backyards, our schools, our neighbor-
hoods, and our church congregations 
throughout the country. 

I want to take a moment to share a 
story and give a face to the problem. 
Without understanding our own per-
sonal stake in the well-being of our 
friends, coworkers, and neighbors, we 
cannot fully grasp the extent of the 
President’s assault. Nothing we do in 
these Halls is worth debating if we are 
not willing to understand how our deci-
sions ultimately affect people’s lives. 

ICE raids are happening not only at 
the border. These government actions 
that separate families and tear chil-
dren from their mothers are happening 
in well-established immigrant commu-
nities around the country, including 
many in my district in Chicago. 

Francisca Lino, a mother and grand-
mother from Chicago, is living this re-
ality as we speak. She is married to a 
U.S. citizen. She has three U.S.-citizen 
children and other grandchildren. 

A law-abiding, hardworking woman 
who had never received even a parking 
ticket in her life received an order of 
deportation under the Trump adminis-
tration. As a result, she was forced to 
seek sanctuary in a church, where she 
has been living for the past 2 years. 
During this time, besides being away 
from her children and husband, she 
also missed the birth of her grandson 
Diego. 

Confined to a space that welcomed 
her but is not by any means suitable 
for someone to live without the possi-
bility of ever going out, Francisca and 
her family are asking for our help. 

If she ever tried to step out for a mo-
ment, she can be sure that she would 
be caught by ICE officials, who are con-
stantly surveilling the church. 

Her decision to fight back against 
Trump’s cruel immigration policies 
have taken a toll on her family. Her 
daughters have suffered emotional 
trauma, but that is not all. As a pro-
vider for her family, the void she left 
when she took sanctuary has been felt 
economically as well. 

In my district and around the coun-
try, there are many people like 
Francisca who have been nothing but 
law-abiding, hardworking neighbors, 
contributing to our economy by paying 
taxes and supporting the community 
they live in. 
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In return, however, many of our 

neighbors, who are no different than 
ourselves, save for the lack of certain 
papers, have been met with oppression 
from an administration that is hellbent 
on using immigrants as scapegoats to 
explain the deep-rooted problems in 
our country. 

It is up to Congress to point out the 
real problems and stop Trump’s 
xenophobic and irrational policies. 

ICE raids throughout the country 
continue to terrorize families and com-
munities, hurt our local economies and 
small businesses, and rip U.S.-citizen 
children from their parents. 

The President’s assault on immi-
grants goes well beyond the border. It 
is terrorizing those all around us for 
nothing other than political gain. 

Blatant suppression of votes and in-
timidation of communities across the 
land: Recent news that the Census will 
be printed without the citizenship 
question is a victory for everyone in 
this country. This is especially impor-
tant for historically undercounted 
groups, including communities of 
color, people living in large housing 
units, and immigrants. 

Every single person in our democracy 
counts and must be counted in the Cen-
sus to distribute Federal funding and 
resources accurately. The Constitution 
is clear on this topic. The final Census 
count determines so much of our daily 
lives: new hospitals and schools, rep-
resentation in government, funding 
programs like Medicaid. Ensuring ev-
eryone counts ensures funding for the 
programs our constituents need and for 
healthy neighborhoods. 

Recently released documents have 
proven what we already suspected, that 
the Trump administration announced 
the addition of a citizenship question 
in yet another attempt to disenfran-
chise and intimidate the immigrant 
community. It was a cheap political 
move to undermine the integrity of the 
Census. 

Is this person a citizen of the United 
States? A seemingly small question, 
but one with so many implications. 
This is especially true for children, in-
cluding U.S.-citizen children living in 
mixed-status families, families that 
might avoid the Census for fear of their 
information being shared. 

Our fight to count every single per-
son is not over. We still have a lot of 
work ahead of us. 

The back-and-forth of the citizenship 
question left many of my constituents 
scared and confused. This remains the 
administration’s goal. 

While President Trump has backed 
down from his attempt to add a citizen-
ship question to the Census, he is di-
recting U.S. agencies to provide all in-
formation they have on U.S. citizen-
ship. In other words, he continues to 
use any means of intimidation to 
threaten immigrants. When one meth-
od is blocked, he tries another. 

Ensuring a complete count on the 
2020 Census is a fight we can win. I 
started working on it as a Cook County 

commissioner and will continue work-
ing to ensure that every single person 
is counted. Our representation, schools, 
hospitals, and healthcare depend on it. 

The President continues to 
weaponize his office in every possible 
way. We must fight back until we have 
justice for all and justice for immi-
grants. 

Madam Speaker, today, we have 
heard powerful stories and comments 
from my colleagues from all around the 
country about the countless ways that 
President Trump is driving an anti-im-
migrant agenda and terrorizing com-
munities all around the country, 
whether it is the detention of Amer-
ican citizens, Trump ending asylum 
protections and eligibility, changes to 
the citizenship test, placing children in 
cages to send a message, or leaving 
women and children in inhumane con-
ditions at detention camps. 

We must remember that this admin-
istration is not only hurting immi-
grants, but it is hurting citizens, 
mixed-status families, and entire com-
munities, Black, White, Asian, and 
Latino. 

These harmful tactics may be aimed 
at a few, but they are harming us all. 

b 1900 

Trump’s assault on immigrants and 
asylum seekers is an assault on all 
Americans, an assault on our values of 
inclusivity, an assault on our history 
of welcoming the world’s tired and 
weary. He is leading a full-court press 
on the very soul of who we are as 
Americans. 

Deeply disturbing is the fact that we 
know that Trump’s ongoing attacks on 
immigrants are deeply rooted in rac-
ism. We see it in the Muslim ban, we 
see it in the 2020 census citizenship 
question, and the public charge rule. 
Trump says that criminals, drug deal-
ers, and rapists are invading our coun-
try casting a generalization over com-
munities all over the land. That is 
false. It is the reason he wants fewer 
immigrants from s-hole countries and 
more from northern European coun-
tries like Norway, or so he has said. 

When a crowd chanted recently 
‘‘Send her back’’ in response to 
Trump’s attacks against my col-
leagues, we knew it was never about 
legal immigration. As an immigrant, I 
take this personally. 

When the President announced ICE 
raids, we know his intent was to delib-
erately terrorize Black, Brown, and im-
migrant communities. 

Livelihoods and families are at stake 
and many in the communities, like the 
ones I represent, were thrown into fear 
and trauma when the President threat-
ened raids over Twitter. 

Parents today are forced to have 
tough conversations with their chil-
dren to set up emergency plans in the 
event they would not return home from 
work. This is sad and tragic. 

While the President continues to at-
tack immigrants and asylum seekers, I 
remind my constituents that this is 

not the time to be fearful or timid, this 
is the time to keep fighting, to act like 
courageous Americans, and those who 
aspire to be Americans, as well. 

We are a nation of many peoples and 
certainly of immigrants. America is 
and has been great, precisely because 
we have long welcomed immigrants 
with open arms and will continue doing 
so. To be American is to be of immi-
grant heritage, with the exception of 
our Native American sisters and broth-
ers, all of whom have also suffered be-
cause of tactics to divide us by race, by 
creed, or by country of origin. 

Together, we are stronger than this 
President. And no matter how long this 
assault on immigrants and asylum 
seekers goes on, it is in our blood, as 
Americans, to never lose faith in the 
fight for equal human dignity and op-
portunity for all. We must fight until 
there is justice for all and justice for 
immigrants in America. 

If we are talking about Trump’s as-
sault on immigrants, we cannot leave 
out what the President has done to 
Dreamers. At the beginning of his ad-
ministration, the President rescinded 
DACA under the authority of then-At-
torney General Jeff Sessions. That ac-
tion was the opening salvo in President 
Trump’s assault on immigrants using 
the power of the Oval Office. 

The decision to end DACA and the 
DACA program was a direct attack on 
young men and women, all of whom 
were brought into this country through 
no decision of their own. Many came as 
babies. 

Many DACA recipients or Dreamers 
call no other country but America 
their home. Unfortunately, they have 
to work harder than anyone else to 
have access to the same opportunities 
afforded to their friends and classmates 
in the same country that we all love. 

That is the case of Elizeth Arguelles, 
a 23-year-old Dreamer from my dis-
trict. She is also from my neighbor-
hood of Little Village in Chicago. 
Elizeth is paying her way through col-
lege by making and selling tamales. 

At age 9, she learned to make 
tamales and started helping her moth-
er sell them in the streets of Chicago. 
Since elementary school, she has been 
waking up at 3:30 in the morning to 
make the tamales before going out to 
sell them at 7:30. 

Elizeth will graduate from college 
next year, and we could say her story is 
a hallmark of success and American 
perseverance. Saying so, however, ig-
nores the dark reality of her situation. 
Her story is, by all means, a picture- 
perfect example of America’s spirit and 
hard work and perseverance. She de-
serves that credit. 

Her story, however, is far from a feel- 
good story. Rather, it is yet another 
example of how our political system 
has failed hardworking people in our 
country. 

Elizeth’s success is hers alone. Our 
government has and continues to fail 
her by maintaining an anti-immigrant 
policy that fails to account for children 
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brought here against their own con-
scious will. 

It is a reminder that the Dream and 
Promise Act passed in the House of 
Representatives must be passed in the 
Senate immediately. Up to 2.5 million 
immigrants across the country, people 
like Elizeth, would be eligible for pro-
tection under H. Res. 6, including 37,000 
immigrants in Chicago alone. 

Through the Dream and Promise Act, 
Elizeth and her family and over 85,000 
people in my city who live in mixed- 
status families would have legal cer-
tainty. 

I applaud Elizeth’s perseverance and 
determination to fulfill her dream of 
graduating from a 4-year university. 
But I also hope that the Members of 
the Senate are hearing the cries of as-
piring young Americans who want to 
continue to contribute to our country, 
to lead our country, and to be exem-
plary citizens by giving them a path to 
legalization and citizenship. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON 
LEE). 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, 
first, I would like to congratulate the 
gentleman from Illinois, Congressman 
GARCÍA, not only for his legacy and 
leadership here in the United States 
Congress, but really for the work of 
reconciliation and friendship in the 
great city of Chicago, working with so 
many different groups and under-
standing the myriad of issues dealing 
with immigrants. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to, first 
of all, say to my fellow Americans— 
that was something utilized by Presi-
dent Lyndon Baines Johnson. And I 
would think that, as he said it many, 
many years ago, America was less di-
verse—I use it now, because I think it 
is important in a Nation that is enor-
mously diverse, that we, in fact, use 
the words ‘‘fellow Americans,’’ so that 
we cannot pit one group of Americans 
against another, these immigrants 
against those who are here, or those 
who have been immigrants that have 
come and now have either gotten sta-
tus or been here for a long time. Let us 
not let the administration pit one 
American against another. We are, in 
fact, really our brothers’ and sisters’ 
keeper. 

When I think of immigrants, I think 
of every single person who has come to 
this Nation. They have come in many 
different colors and in many different 
eras. Yes, Native Americans were al-
ready here. Yes, African Americans 
came as slaves. But then, as the years 
passed, there were people of African de-
scent who came as immigrants. There 
were Irish and Italians, there were peo-
ple from Britain and Germany, and 
there were people from South Asia, 
Asia, and Asia Pacific. And, of course, 
there are those who have now come 
from the southern border. 

Why do we have the right to be able 
to demonize individuals who have come 
in a recent time, individuals who sim-
ply want an opportunity to work, to 

contribute, and, yes, to put on the uni-
form? 

I am reminded of Captain Khan and 
his wonderful family. Captain Khan 
was a Pakistani who died in the recent 
war in Iraq. He came here to this coun-
try. His family came here to this coun-
try. 

So, I join with my colleague to say 
that we must pass comprehensive im-
migration reform, but we must pass 
the legislation that includes the Amer-
ican Dream and Promise Act. We must 
recognize that we have to confront the 
issue of dealing with the treatment of 
those who have come most recently. 

How do we deny it, when those of us 
who have been to the border, for exam-
ple, literally talked to persons who 
have said they watched their father 
being beat to death and they watched 
as the MS–13, who are wanted in that 
country, come to make them a mem-
ber? How are you going to challenge 
that? 

How do you challenge a woman who 
got on the road and had her baby on 
the road because people in the neigh-
borhood said she owed them money and 
they were going to kill her? 

How do you answer an aunt who went 
to the store and came back and found 
all of her nieces and nephews drugged 
and individuals in the house and all 
they had to do was escape for their 
life? 

So, I believe that standing here today 
is recognizing that there must be a so-
lution. 

Let me share with you just some of 
the comments from a hearing that we 
had on the oversight of family separa-
tion and CBP short-term custody under 
the Trump administration. 

In March 2017, former Secretary of 
Homeland Security John Kelly an-
nounced that DHS was considering a 
proposal to separate families at the 
southern border as a means of deter-
ring migration. And that is what they 
did. 

Today, it was indicated that they had 
not reunited every one of those chil-
dren that had been separated. Who of 
us in America would welcome the idea 
of children being snatched from you? 
You wanted that child. This wasn’t a 
situation of abuse. And then you come 
to find out they could not find you or 
find your child to reunite. 

In a September 2018 report, the DHS 
Inspector General found that DHS was 
not fully prepared to implement the 
administration’s zero-tolerance policy 
or to deal with some of its aftereffects. 
Can you imagine that? They just didn’t 
have the facilities to deal with this 
very detrimental policy. 

What about asylum? That is inter-
national law. That is a law that allows 
individuals fleeing persecution to come 
to any country and seek asylum under 
their laws. Under our law, if you are in 
credible fear, you could seek asylum. 
Those administrations that were rea-
sonable recognized that domestic vio-
lence could be taken into consider-
ation. 

But let us realize where we are: The 
Trump administration eliminated do-
mestic violence right out and then 
wanted to eliminate the rights of those 
individuals to file for asylum. Just re-
cently, a lawsuit said, no, Mr. Presi-
dent, you cannot do that. You cannot 
do that and deny the rights under 
international law and national law for 
these individuals to be able to use the 
process that has been granted to so 
many before them. 

And then, of course, this report from 
the Office of Inspector General that—in 
actuality, a report was made public on 
July 2, though it was given to the De-
partment of Homeland Security much 
earlier than that, but I think this was 
a report on the CBP and BP facilities 
at the border. Let me recognize, of 
course, the need to provide resources. 

We voted on a $4.6 billion appropria-
tions at the beginning of July to be 
able to help and to provide better re-
sources. But one of the things that was 
said to the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity: ‘‘DHS needs to address dan-
gerous overcrowding among single 
adults at El Paso Del Norte processing 
center.’’ 

And: ‘‘DHS needs to address dan-
gerous overcrowding and prolonged de-
tention of children and adults in the 
Rio Grande Valley.’’ 

This is not SHEILA JACKSON LEE or 
Congressman GARCÍA, this is the De-
partment of Homeland Security Inspec-
tor General’s report. 

We are, in fact, our brothers’ and sis-
ters’ keeper. We are many colors as im-
migrants. Africans are coming across 
the border, fleeing for their lives, seek-
ing relief. 

All we have to do is to follow our 
laws to allow the asylum process to 
proceed and those individuals to be 
rendered a judgment that they can 
stay or not stay. And then to use our 
refugee resettlement and our humani-
tarian agencies to either help settle 
them in the United States or resettle 
them as they go back out of the United 
States. 

There’s also the possibility of having 
an agreement that after their asylum 
has failed, if it does, that they can re-
main with opportunities in Mexico, 
which was originally spoken about. 

But since I have been to the place in 
Mexico where the policies of the Presi-
dent are to keep them in Mexico, I can 
tell you that Mexico at the border does 
not have the resources, does not have 
the housing, and does not have the jobs 
to take care of those individuals who 
are there. 

b 1915 
Madam Speaker, I want to make it 

very clear, as I started out, my fellow 
Americans, on this floor, this par-
ticular Democratic Congress in the ma-
jority has recognized the importance of 
Americans. 

We have passed legislation to bring 
down prescription drugs costs, to pro-
tect against eliminating preexisting 
conditions, and to bring down insur-
ance costs. We just passed the historic 
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$15-an-hour wage increase as Federal 
law. We are working on gun safety. 

We are working on issues dealing 
with Americans. But we must call our 
higher angels and recognize the respon-
sibility of this Nation to address the 
concerns of its people. 

So, as I conclude my remarks, let me 
say that I hope that we will be able to 
work together on the 9,000 children who 
are held by the Department of Health 
and Human Services in what we call 
shelters, and to realize or to state—let 
me state it publicly to Health and 
Human Services, whom I worked with 
on the Obama administration—that 
these shelters do not belong to Health 
and Human Services. They belong to 
the people of the United States, funded 
with taxpayer dollars, and that means 
the Members of the United States Con-
gress. 

No Member of Congress should be 
blocked from going into these facili-
ties. No Member of Congress should be 
blocked from talking to these young 
people who want to talk to them and 
tell them that they have been in these 
centers for 3 months, 100 days. They 
are not supposed to be there that long. 
There needs to be a system put in place 
to expedite these youngsters. One 
youngster wants to go back home to 
Mexico. He is still there. 

So I want to put Health and Human 
Services on notice not to block any of 
us from coming in, facilitating how we 
are to interact with these young peo-
ple, to provide them comfort and un-
derstanding of how we can move their 
cases along—not pull them out, not 
break the law, not disrespect the sys-
tem, but to help the system, over-
loaded, choked down, not concerned, to 
move forward on behalf of these young 
people. 

I thank Congressman GARCÍA for giv-
ing me the opportunity to share some 
of my thoughts about how we have to 
fix the broken immigration system, 
which includes recognizing that many 
people who are here working, paying 
taxes, paying a mortgage, have come 
here through no fault of their own, and, 
as well, their families, who are here 
seeking opportunity. 

I believe that, together, in a bipar-
tisan manner, we could really do this, 
as we have done for immigrants who 
have come to this country in the 1800s 
and the 1900s, and they have now inte-
grated into our society. 

Let me thank the gentleman so much 
for his leadership on this. 

Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I thank Congresswoman JACK-
SON LEE for her words. 

To close this evening, I want to call 
our attention again to what we are 
seeking to do in this Special Order 
hour, which is to again highlight and 
shed a spotlight on the administra-
tion’s assault on immigration and asy-
lum seekers that is taking place. 

I do it seeking to express the senti-
ment, the concerns, and the aspirations 
of, especially, immigrant groups in my 
district whom I represent. 

And who are they? They are people 
who have come from Asia, who have 
come from Germany, who have come 
from Ireland, who have come from 
Eastern Europe, who have come from 
Africa and the Caribbean, as well as 
Latin America, and even other coun-
tries. 

It is my hope that, as the House of 
Representatives begins its summer re-
cess, this Congress and the White 
House will reflect on the Nation’s great 
history of welcoming people who are 
fleeing oppression and, as Congress-
woman JACKSON LEE noted, that we 
allow our better angels to impact, to 
inspire, and to move us. 

As we continue our path, striving to 
become a more perfect Union, there 
isn’t a better way forward than by em-
bracing those who are fleeing persecu-
tion, those who are fleeing violence, 
and those who are fleeing terrible con-
ditions in the countries that they were 
born in. 

I want to thank the Congressional 
Progressive Caucus for its assistance in 
arranging for this Special Order hour. I 
want to thank those who have joined 
me tonight to share their stories. 

Madam Speaker, we can and we must 
do better. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

ISSUES OF THE DAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. YOHO) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I have a 
three-part series, and I would like to 
open at this moment and yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
PERRY), my good friend. 

Mr. PERRY. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida for 
offering me just a moment to talk 
about something that is very impor-
tant to me. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today at a 
time when the United States and the 
international community must step up 
efforts to combat money laundering. 

Money laundering is a critical source 
of funding for terrorist organizations 
and drug cartels like the ones that my 
good friend from Florida might be 
talking about tonight. These are drug 
cartels and other organized crime 
rings. It is used to disguise profits from 
or financing for illicit activity. 

Money is moved in a variety of ways 
across borders and through the global 
financial markets to evade detection 
by law enforcement—global financial 
markets just like ours. While exact 
numbers can’t be determined, esti-
mates suggest that annual sums of 
money laundering are in the trillions 
of dollars—trillions. 

Money laundering facilitates a broad 
range of serious underlying crimes, in-
cluding the financing of North Korea’s 
and Iran’s nuclear proliferation net-
works and the activities of terrorist 
operations. Money laundering also 
plays a significant role in drug, human, 
and wildlife trafficking. 

In today’s world, money launderers 
rely on both new and old methods. The 
crime is conducted through shell com-
panies, bulk cash smuggling, gambling, 
cyber-related methods, and invest-
ments in mobile commodities, includ-
ing things that you might not think 
about, like gems and real estate—yes, 
real estate. 

For example, we have recently seen a 
rise in money laundering through lux-
ury real estate purchases. Some people 
come to me and say there is a housing 
crisis. Well, when money launderers 
are inflating the cost of housing by 
laundering money through overpaying 
for a property, that is a problem for 
vulnerable populations in the United 
States. These real estate purchases 
happen in major U.S. cities as well as 
international cities like London and 
Dubai. 

Madam Speaker, money laundering 
threatens political stability, democ-
racy, and free markets around the 
globe, and we must take steps to 
counter it right now. 

I thank the gentleman from Florida 
for yielding to me. 

HONORING THE MEMORY OF ROSEWOOD 
Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I am en-

tering into the second phase of my Spe-
cial Order. 

Madam Speaker, I rise today to 
honor the memory of Rosewood and re-
flect upon the tragedy that happened 
in 1923. 

Rosewood was a small, rural town in 
my district. It is in northwest central 
Florida, in between Otter Creek, 
Chiefland, and Cedar Key. It was built 
around the pencil mill and turpentine 
industry. It was a mixed town of 
Blacks and Whites. 

In 1915, it had a population of ap-
proximately 355 people. The town had 
started to become segregated. The 
neighboring town of Sumner was devel-
oped at the time and was primarily 
White. 

In January of 1923, a young White 
woman claimed that a Black man had 
assaulted her. The accusation started a 
riot, ultimately resulting in the burn-
ing of the entire town and the death of 
countless members of the Rosewood 
community. 

Within hours of the violence starting, 
many survivors fled to the surrounding 
woods, where they hid and waited for a 
rescue train that was sent there to 
take people out of the area of violence. 

At the end of the week, only one 
building remained standing, and to this 
day, the death toll is still unknown, 
and no buildings remain. 

The story by the young White woman 
was found to be a lie. She was the 
Black man’s lover. Her significant 
other beat her, and she lied and blamed 
the young Black man to save face. 
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The Rosewood massacre, which oc-

curred just outside of my district, is 
one that went nearly forgotten for over 
60 years because of the destructive na-
ture of prejudice and hatred caused by 
the survivors who lived in fear, rarely 
sharing their stories, even with fami-
lies and close friends. 

I firmly believe that in order to learn 
from our history, we have to make an 
effort to remember it. We should me-
morialize these events, and that is why 
we put up plaques. We put up markers 
or statues, lest we forget it, and within 
a generation or two, the mistakes of 
the past are repeated because the next 
generation will grow ignorant of the 
struggles of the past. 

When the stories of Rosewood first 
started recirculating in the 1980s, it 
brought in a new level of awareness to 
the State of Florida and the under-
standing that we, as a society, cannot 
be complacent in senseless acts of vio-
lence. It even inspired a movie in Hol-
lywood to illustrate the ugliness of the 
past hatred and the violence. 

Violence and prejudice have no place 
in our society, and we have a duty to 
ensure that this type of tragedy never 
happens again. 

Today, in Rosewood, a marker stands 
just off the highway memorializing the 
town that never returned. Survivors 
and their descendants have shared 
their stories, hoping that Rosewood’s 
memory would not be erased. 

One of these is a constituent of mine, 
Ms. Lizzie Jenkins, who has been work-
ing on this tragedy for the last 25 
years. Her goal and ours is for individ-
uals to remember and to never forget 
the hatred, the racism of the past, and 
to honor those who suffered in the past 
so future generations do not repeat the 
pain, suffering, and mistakes of the 
past. 

She has a dream to accomplish this, 
and that is to create the Rosewood Mu-
seum. 

Madam Speaker, it has been almost a 
century since the Rosewood massacre. 
By remembering and learning from this 
tragedy, we can work towards a future 
full of acceptance. Knowing Ms. Jen-
kins, I can confidently say that there 
will be a Rosewood Museum. 

SOLVING THE PROBLEM AT THE SOUTHWEST 
BORDER 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I would 
like to move on to the third portion of 
my Special Order. We are going to talk 
about how to solve the problem at the 
southwest border and how to move be-
yond border security. 

I just listened to an hour of people 
ranting and putting blame on this 
President for the hatred, the racism he 
has caused. I heard the Member on the 
other side talk about the ban on Mus-
lims. 

We can’t move forward and fix things 
if we use false narratives. There was 
not a ban on Muslims. President 
Trump put a ban on countries. In fact, 
they are the same six countries that 
President Obama put a ban on and rec-
ommended to put a ban on. There was 
never a ban on Muslim countries. 

I went to Indonesia on a codel, a bi-
partisan one, and there was a Member 
of this Congress from the other side 
who asked the Indonesian Prime Min-
ister at the time: What is the senti-
ment in a Muslim country about a ban 
from our President—President Trump 
at the time—about the Muslim ban 
that he has placed on there? 

He knew good and well that Presi-
dent Trump didn’t ban Muslims in this 
country. He put the ban on the same 
six countries that President Obama 
did, but there was no complaint. 

I bring that up just because, if we are 
going to solve the problems of this 
country, one that this body—look at it. 
It is empty. There are two Members of 
Congress in here, and they have been 
complaining—I am sorry. I stand cor-
rected, Madam Speaker. There are 
three Members of Congress. 

But if we are going to fix this prob-
lem, it is going to take more than 
three of us. I am sure everyone agrees. 
They sit there and they give great 
speeches about how it is tearing our 
country apart. The President is tearing 
our country apart. What a shame this 
is, the hatred, the vitriol that is com-
ing out of the White House, how people 
are being taken away from their fami-
lies, and there are no toothbrushes or 
diapers, or they are sleeping on floors. 

I am just glad the other side is ac-
knowledging that there is a crisis, but 
for the first half of the year, there 
wasn’t a crisis. They refused to say 
there was a crisis. 

There was a Special Order here last 
week, and my good colleague, Mr. 
KING, was here. We had other Members, 
and we had pictures from 2014 when 
President Obama was here. It was 
funny because my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle were railing 
about the crisis in 2014. 

b 1930 
There have been times in this body 

when the Democrats had the majority 
in the House, the Senate, and the 
White House. There were times, and I 
was there, when the Republicans had 
the same majority, the House, the Sen-
ate, and the White House. 

It saddens me because this discussion 
about our having to fix these things, 
when both parties were in control, they 
didn’t do it. What really saddens me is 
I see people using political opportuni-
ties for their next election. I heard a 
lot of that tonight. There were no solu-
tions in that. 

We talked for an hour last week 
about the crisis at the border, the situ-
ation at the border, and the atrocities 
at the border. The drug cartels are 
profiting from this. We stay as a di-
vided House. I implored President 
Trump—and I will do it again tonight— 
that he needs to call Congress back in 
session when we reconvene tomorrow, 
and I would do it every time this body 
goes on a break until we fix our border 
security and until we come up with an 
immigration bill. 

I want to move into what I really 
want to talk about. In order to move 

forward, we have to have solutions. I 
have been here for 7 years, and I have 
seen ‘‘comprehensive’’ come up in 
healthcare, and I have seen ‘‘com-
prehensive’’ come up in immigration. 
What I have learned is that when you 
put ‘‘comprehensive’’ in front of a 
cause, it doesn’t happen. It is political 
speak that says it is not going to hap-
pen because the room becomes divided, 
and everybody uses it as a political 
tool for the next election. 

What I want to do is, instead of try-
ing to do comprehensive immigration 
reform, I want to focus on a small bite 
of the apple. 

We have a proposal. We have legisla-
tion that we are working through the 
House in a bipartisan manner. We have 
shared this with over 40 Members of 
Congress in a bipartisan manner, and 
we have shared this with the Senate in 
a bipartisan manner. It is a guest 
worker program. 

The bill will be a guest worker pro-
gram. There will be three silos, agri-
culture, hospitality, and construction. 
These are all positions that, in general, 
are in the lower-skilled fields. They are 
not rocket scientists, and they are not 
engineers. These are the skills that we 
need in our labor workforce for agri-
culture, for food security, for construc-
tion, and for our hospitality. In the 
past, we have not had a good program 
for people to come into the country le-
gally and stay in the field that they 
have decided to work in. 

This bill will be under a banner, but 
there will be three separate bills. The 
first bill will be a guest worker pro-
gram for agriculture, and that is what 
I would like to focus on tonight. 

America has the lowest-cost food of 
the industrialized world because our 
farmers can produce so well. But they 
can’t benefit from that if we don’t have 
the workers willing to go out and work 
in the fields. 

I was a person who, at the age of 15, 
worked in produce. We loaded trucks. 
The produce came in from the farm, 
and we loaded the produce. I did that 
to work my way through college. Yet, 
today, people said that domestic peo-
ple, Americans, won’t do that work. I 
disagree with that, and I think we put 
a stigma on that. 

In order to fix this, we have to have 
a labor solution, or our farmers won’t 
be able to keep farming. The goal of 
this bill is to create a dependable, reli-
able workforce. The way this program 
would work is it would be in two 
phases. 

The first phase is that we create a 
prescreened pool of workers before they 
come into the country. We will have a 
relationship and an agreement between 
country A and our State Department. 

If we pick out a country, Guatemala, 
the Guatemalan state department will 
have a relationship with our State De-
partment. When a person applies, he 
becomes what we call the applicant. 
The country he comes from will verify 
the person’s date of birth and their res-
idence. Then, they will verify that this 
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person has not been involved in violent 
crimes, drug activity, or gang activity. 

Once they apply, that information 
goes through the Department of Home-
land Security. They do a background 
check. They do it on their inter-
national database, and they do it on 
the domestic database. If that person 
clears the database, then that informa-
tion goes to the USDA. We moved the 
agriculture labor workforce from the 
Department of Labor to the USDA, 
where it can be better monitored to 
fulfill the needs of agriculture. 

That person does not come into the 
country until a job is open. The em-
ployer in this country, an agriculture 
producer, still has to advertise for do-
mestic help. When that position is not 
filled, the producer can ask for that 
worker to come in. That worker comes 
in under the agreement that they are 
going to work in the agriculture sec-
tor. 

They have to be a minimum of 18 
years of age. It is not chain migration. 
If they have family members who want 
to come in, they, too, can apply, but it 
applies to them individually. 

Once they get accepted into the pro-
gram and come into the country, they 
become a participant. At that time, 
they get issued a guest worker identi-
fication card that we call a GWIC card. 
That GWIC card will have 15 digits in 
there for security. In addition, it will 
have the initials ‘‘AG,’’ designating 
that that is an agriculture worker per-
mit. 

When the worker comes in, they now 
have been allowed into the country le-
gally. The work permit goes on for 5 
years. That means they can stay in 
this country for 5 years at a time. They 
have to work a minimum of 75 percent 
of the year in agriculture, but it allows 
them to move back and forth to their 
host country seamlessly because we 
have an agreement between two coun-
tries. 

The person can travel around the 
country to work a seasonal crop. In 
Florida, our citrus harvest is done usu-
ally by mid- to late June. That would 
allow that worker to go from that farm 
up to New York, Maine, or Washington 
State to work crops. He also has the 
ability to go back home. 

That permit is good for 5 years at a 
time. He can renew 41⁄2 years into it, 
and he can do this indefinitely. There 
will be a cutoff age. We are recom-
mending approximately 50 or 55 years 
of age. There is a fee of $2,500 for that. 

The second part of this program will 
be dealing with the people here who 
came in illegally. Our proposal would 
allow a person to apply to this program 
under the understanding that the Fed-
eral Government is not here to deport 
them. The Federal Government is here 
to give them a way that they can get 
into a program and have legal resi-
dence here. 

During that period of time, when the 
applicant is applying, there will be a 
waiver over that person, meaning that 
he won’t be deported. A background 

check will be done. If DHS says this 
person is okay, then he can enter this 
program. If that person has minor vio-
lations—a fender bender, didn’t return 
a book to the library—he will have a 
period of time where he can get 
straight with the legal system. 

Upon completing that, he enters into 
the guest worker program and becomes 
a participant. He, too, pays a fee of 
$2,500. That is to go for running the 
program. In addition, there will be a 
fine for coming into the country ille-
gally. What has been proposed is ap-
proximately $1,500 to $2,000 for the first 
time they apply to the program. 

Every year a person renews, 41⁄2 years 
into this program, there will be a $2,500 
fee, and that is subject to change as 
the times change. 

As a person comes into the program, 
they get issued the guest worker iden-
tification card, which is called the 
GWIC card, and that will be embedded 
biometrics. We gave the list to the 
DHS to pick out what they think is 
necessary from facial recognition pic-
tures, DNA, fingerprints, and retinal 
scans, all that they can choose from. 
We asked them to put enough of those 
biometrics in there so that card is se-
cure. 

In addition, it will have a 15-digit 
code that will be a hack-proof, secure 
card. As I said, there will be the ini-
tials ‘‘AG,’’ designating that person as 
a guest worker in this country in agri-
culture. 

He is allowed to get a driver’s li-
cense. If he passes the test in a State, 
then he will get a guest worker driver’s 
license. It would not be used for voter 
registration. It is something to give 
that person a driver’s license so that he 
can work on a farm. 

If that person who is here illegally 
gets accepted into the program and has 
a family who came in with him ille-
gally, as he is applying to the program, 
there is a waiver over his family. If he 
gets accepted into the program, or they 
get accepted into the program, his fam-
ily is also good to stay in the country 
for 5 years at a time, provided the par-
ticipant renews 41⁄2 years into it. 

If his children came in illegally, then 
they are protected until the age of 18, 
at which time they have to make a de-
cision to apply to one of the programs. 
There will be three sectors. It will be 
agriculture, hospitality, and construc-
tion. 

At that point, again, as I said, that 
person can move around the country. 
They can work crops wherever they 
choose. They can go back home know-
ing they can get back into this coun-
try. 

E-Verify will be a component of this, 
and it would work such that, as a per-
son enters the program, their data is 
already in DHS. When they go to start 
their job, the employer puts their 
smart card, the GWIC card, into a read-
er. It identifies the person, a positive 
identification. We have eliminated 
probably close to 100 percent of the 
fraud that occurs with the current sys-
tem. 

We request that the individual work-
er has to check into a Federal office on 
a monthly basis. Every town in Amer-
ica has a Federal office, either a court-
house or a post office. Part of the $2,500 
fee goes to pay for the equipment in 
there. It would be inexpensive equip-
ment. It would be the same equipment 
that we use when we go to do a retail 
sale like at a big box store. You put 
your card in there; it reads it; and it 
tells DHS and USDA where this person 
is. 

The employer also is required to use 
E-Verify. This will be seamless because 
he is pulling people out of a pool who 
are already prescreened and who are in 
the E-Verify system. They go through 
this system. 

E-Verify will become mandatory 
once we get 75 to 80 percent of the ex-
pected population that we need in our 
guest worker fields. At that point, all 
employers will be using the E-Verify 
system. 

The beauty of this system is that we 
have given a portal for people to come 
into this country legally. We have 
given them a way to stay in this coun-
try for up to 5 years at a time. Then, 
we give them a way that we can mon-
itor bad players who sneak into the 
country or employers who are hiring 
people here illegally that suppresses 
the wages of domestic workers. 

If an employer hires people outside of 
the system once it is mandatory, when 
they get caught, it is a $2,500 fee the 
first offense, per offense per individual. 
If it is a repeat offender of an em-
ployer, then that fine will go up, and 
they are subject to jail time. 

The beauty of this is if a worker 
leaves a guest worker program in ei-
ther agriculture, hospitality, or con-
struction, and they try to work in a 
different sector and are found out by 
the people who are doing the inspec-
tion, they have given up their right to 
stay in this country on a guest worker 
program. 

The things that we hear back about 
that is that people voluntarily enter 
this program. They have agreed to 
work in agriculture and agriculture 
only or one of the other sectors. If they 
work outside of that, they have agreed 
that they have broken that. This is a 
policy that is self-policing when people 
get found out. 

For the people who choose not to 
enter any of these programs, they are 
here illegally, and they will be dealt 
with according to the laws on the 
books. 

We are asking to have sequencing 
done on this, and the first part of that 
is we have to agree on border security. 
It is interesting because I hear this 
fight over border security, but when I 
go on trips and talk to my colleagues 
on the other side, they always tell me 
that they agree with border security 
and that we have to have border secu-
rity. If we agree to it, let’s do it. 

Again, this body is empty other than 
us three. I think the President should 
call us back. Let’s get border security. 
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Let’s get this done, Madam Speaker, so 
that we can move on to the next thing. 

We have to have enforcement of the 
laws on the books. We are providing a 
guest worker program for the majority 
of the people whom we need in our 
labor force for lower skills. 

The third part of the sequencing is 
that we can deal with Dreamers and 
DACA down the road. We can’t do that 
until we do border security and have a 
way for people to come into the coun-
try legally, to work in this country le-
gally, and to take that group who came 
in illegally and put them in a legal 
process. 

Madam Speaker, this is something 
we have shared with probably close to 
60 people in a bipartisan manner. We 
have shared this with agriculture 
groups from all over the Nation, from 
California to Maine, New York, Wash-
ington State, Florida, Minnesota, and 
North Dakota, and from every sector in 
agriculture, from dairy to pine, timber, 
fruits and vegetables, citrus, and fruits 
and nuts. Everybody tells us this is the 
most commonsense reform they have 
seen. 

We have shared it with ranking mem-
bers of different committees on the 
Democratic side. They said this is 
something they plan to help support. I 
am excited because of the bipartisan 
nature in the House. We have shared 
this with Senators, and the Senators 
are working with us to make this hap-
pen. Our goal is to make this happen 
this Congress. 

We are looking for people to go to 
our website, https://yoho.house.gov, to 
get more information. We have a short 
video that covers this. 

If we do nothing, we are going to 
have a repeat of the last 30, 35 years, 
when Ronald Reagan gave amnesty to 
3.5 million to 4 million people. 

b 1945 

This body has sat there and argued 
and blamed the other side for inaction 
or blamed the other side for hatred and 
racism or blamed the other side for 
wanting to give everybody amnesty. If 
we do nothing, this problem will grow 
and grow and divide this Nation more. 

This is the time to act, and I would 
hope people would come back to Con-
gress over the break and let’s get some-
thing done. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the op-
portunity to be here. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa (Mr. KING), my good 
friend, to say something. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
YOHO) for yielding to me, and I appre-
ciate very much the work that is done 
by Dr. TED YOHO here in this Congress. 

I would like to have the Members 
know, Madam Speaker, that TED YOHO 
gets up every day and grinds away with 
an eye towards making America great 
again and putting us in the right place. 
And I recall a meeting that he called 
together here, kind of an off-campus 
meeting about how we are going to 
save America from a Congress that 

doesn’t seem to want to look to the ho-
rizon, let alone over the horizon. 

There is a lot of common sense that 
has been put together in this immigra-
tion policy, and I want to carefully 
evaluate all of the components of it. I 
know that we are in discussions right 
now about how it might even be im-
proved a little bit, but I am open to 
this discussion, and I think he has 
brought up some very important 
points. 

I will add one that I hope can be in-
corporated into this, to take the E- 
verify mandatory piece of this and ex-
pand it into a bill that I have had be-
fore this Congress a number of years. It 
is called the New IDEA Act, and it 
would work actually seamlessly with 
what has been described here tonight 
in that I incorporate the language in 
it, which is this: 

When an employer—we put together 
a committee, a three-way team, the 
IRS, the Social Security Administra-
tion, the Department of Homeland Se-
curity, and require them to work to-
gether for the cause of enforcing immi-
gration law and, in addition to the pen-
alties that have been suggested here, 
deny the deductibility of wages and 
benefits paid to illegals. 

I would give the employer safe harbor 
if they use E-verify, but if they are 
then using illegal labor, the IRS, in a 
normal audit, not an accelerated audit, 
then would come in, run the Social Se-
curity numbers and identifying infor-
mation of the employees who are listed 
in the tax forms through the E-verify 
program. 

If they can’t be verified, the IRS then 
could deduct the wages and benefits 
paid to them, remove it as a business 
expense, which puts those dollars, 
wages, and benefits paid to illegals into 
the gross receipts where they show up 
as net income. That makes it taxable. 

When we first did this math, it would 
be, if you would take a $10-an-hour ille-
gal and deny the deductibility of that 
under the old tax policy, it would take 
us to a $16-an-hour illegal. We also 
would have interest and penalty, and 
there is a 6-year statute of limitations. 

Madam Speaker, I got to this conclu-
sion by asking the question: What 
agency, what department is most re-
spected, and maybe even most feared, 
by the American people? 

Since I have been drug through au-
dits a few too many times, I will tell 
you that the business people, the em-
ployers in this country, they don’t 
want the IRS looking into their books, 
and they don’t see that they can nego-
tiate much of a compromise with the 
IRS. 

So I think giving a 6-year statute of 
limitations on that, you accumulate 
that liability, and it makes it far more 
likely that employers will voluntarily 
go in and clean up their workforce. 
That is something that, had that been 
done years ago, we wouldn’t be in the 
situation we are in today. 

The labor situation that we have, it 
is a bit more complex down in the 

southern part of the United States 
than it is up in the heart of the heart-
land where I am. And that is that we 
seem to be able to find the people to 
climb in the tractor, in the combine, or 
in the trucks and get our crops in the 
ground; we get them back out again; 
and it is a little smoother up that way. 

The labor situations that we see in 
places like Florida and California and 
Arizona, all those States, and many 
more in particular, that is a different 
kind of a situation. 

What I would suggest, though, is that 
temporary workers be required to be 
bonded. I introduced legislation to do 
that, and I hope that is something we 
can discuss, as well, is incorporating it 
into this proposal. 

I pointed that out to the President in 
a meeting in the Oval Office sometime 
back. He seemed to respond very favor-
ably to that suggestion. I pointed out 
that he actually has the authority to 
go forward with a bonding program 
now. And so I noticed that, a few weeks 
later, he issued an order that directed 
the executive branch to do the research 
and put the pieces together so that 
they can activate a bonding program. 

But think of it this way: Whether 
you are going to be a guest worker in 
the United States or a visitor to the 
United States, you need a visa to come 
to America to do that. 

So when you apply for that visa, you 
post your credit card, just as if you 
walked into a hotel and they say: Your 
room is paid for, but we need a credit 
card so we can hold for any incidentals 
that might come. 

You post that credit card on your 
visa application to temporarily come 
to America, and if you go back under 
the terms of the visa, then, fine, the 
hold is released on that credit card; but 
if you overstay your visa, then that 
credit card is charged for that fee, and 
that fee goes into an enforcement fund 
in order to enforce the immigration 
laws we have in this country. 

We need the rule of law restored in 
the United States of America. No 
place, in all of our law, is it less re-
spected than it is in immigration law. 

And as I listened to some of the rhet-
oric over here on the floor tonight, it 
still is breathtaking to hear how inten-
tionally the terms ‘‘legal’’ and ‘‘ille-
gal’’ immigrant are conflated so that 
the very meritorious legal immigrant 
who respects our laws, that meri-
torious legal immigrant is conflated 
into the same term with the one who 
has disrespected our laws. The one who 
has disrespected our laws gets assigned 
the same merit that exists for those 
who respect our laws and want to come 
to America for an opportunity to suc-
ceed and to prosper. 

But I make another point, Madam 
Speaker, that I don’t hear in this dia-
logue on immigration, and that is that 
America has a unique vigor. We have a 
unique vitality. We have a can-do spir-
it. And a lot of that vitality, vigor, and 
can-do spirit comes from the legal im-
migrants who have had the aspiration 
to come to America. 
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And I would say that, if there is a 

family of 10 siblings, boys and girls to-
gether, if one of them has the ambition 
and the eagerness to respect our laws 
and come to the United States, the one 
who chooses to self-select to come here 
is going to be the one in that family 
who has the most ambition, the most 
vigor. 

That is one of the reasons why Amer-
ica is a can-do country, because we 
have gotten that quality of people who 
self-selected as legal immigrants to 
come to America. 

So I appreciate the gentleman’s work 
on the immigration policy, and I look 
forward to examining all of the lan-
guage there and have an open dialogue 
on this. But I also applaud the very 
diligent effort that has gone forth on 
this issue and many others. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the gen-
tleman from Florida for yielding. 

Mr. YOHO. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING), 
for the things he stands for. He is just 
a true patriot who loves America. 

The gentleman brought up a great 
point. The current system allows peo-
ple to use the Social Security number. 
So you can come into the country. You 
get issued a Social Security, or people 
will eventually, as they come in, gravi-
tate and get on an I–9 form. 

They will use a fraudulent or a fake 
ID number, Social Security number. 
They are a dime a dozen out there. 
There are people, counterfeiters, out 
there doing that. 

What happens is it gums up the sys-
tem. It is like an accounting night-
mare, and it creates confusion for the 
people who are supposed to regulate 
this. So it gets to a point where they 
can’t even track the people because 
there are so many fraudulent numbers. 

Where there is confusion, there is in-
ertia, and that is why nothing gets 
done. And I think you look at the cur-
rent system, because it is not work-
able. 

The H–2A was designed for seasonal 
agriculture workers, but we do not use 
it that way because it is not enforced. 
They are supposed to come in for 10 
months, and then they go home. But 
the current system is you can get a 
waiver, and that waiver can go on for 3 
years. And if it is not enforced, they 
forget about the waiver and they just 
kind of fall into the society, and no-
body knows where they are at. 

The beauty of this system is there is 
an identification number. We are pro-
posing 15 digits in length, with the des-
ignation of ‘‘AG’’ in there, agriculture, 
plus the smart chip in there that has 
the biometrics. 

So we separate guest workers from 
the rest of the population. So we have 
a database of just guest workers that 
will be a lot easier to track. It will be 
a lot easier to know where people are. 

As people have to check into the sys-
tem, the onus is on the worker. They 
can check in at their place of employ-
ment. They can check in at a post of-
fice. They can check in at a Federal 

courthouse. And so it is going to be 
easy for people to stay compliant. 

If they are not in compliance with 
checking in, they will have a grace pe-
riod. They have to become compliant. 
If they are not compliant after a period 
of time, they are subject to deporta-
tion. 

One of the things we talked about is 
what happens if somebody creates a de-
portable felony, and that would be 
something like, maybe, vehicular 
homicide from a DUI, which we have 
seen too many of those in the news. 
They would be subject to deportation. 

If they are here with a family that 
they came in illegally, they got accept-
ed into this program, if that were to 
happen, they have put their family at 
risk of deportation. 

I don’t like that part, but it is also 
that we need to look at the other side 
of that. 

We have allowed people to come into 
this country to be a guest worker. 

I have had the experience of being a 
veterinarian, practicing for 30 years, in 
large animals. We dealt with cattle 
farms, dairy farms, horse farms, people 
who did row crops, fruits and vegeta-
bles. Just name a crop, and we have 
pretty much dealt with it. 

I have gotten to a point where I 
talked to a lot of people who were here 
as migrant workers, and I sympathize 
with them. Heck, I was still working 
on the farm. That was one of my ambi-
tions of going to vet school. I wanted 
to be outstanding in my field, and I 
wound up being outstanding in every-
body else’s field. 

But we got to know the immigrant, 
and we got to a point where we could 
ask them: Are you here legally or ille-
gally? 

They were so honest. They say: I 
came in illegally. 

And I even asked them: Did you pay 
a price to come in? 

They said: Yeah, $2,000, $5,000, $8,000. 
And it shocked me that people were 
paying. 

And this was probably 12 years ago, 
11 years ago. 

And I would ask them: Do you want 
to become a citizen? 

And it would amaze me how many of 
these people said: No. I just want the 
opportunity to come here, make a liv-
ing, and go home. 

So one of the impetuses behind this 
was let’s create a system where people 
can come, fulfill the need we have, and 
fulfill the need they have. 

I have stayed in touch with some of 
these people. They have made enough 
money to go back home, create a farm 
of their own, and they don’t have to 
come back. But they will refer people 
into the system. 

So if we can streamline that and 
make it easier for people to come in 
when we have border security, they can 
come in the legal way. There is no need 
to sneak in. 

If we can take that group that came 
in illegally and they move into this, 
the ones that know they probably don’t 

have a bad record, they have moved 
into the system. 

So we can start cleaning up this 
mess. 

And the gentleman and I just shared 
the analogy of working cattle. When 
we have all of our calves, we sort out 
the ones over here: the males over 
here; the females over here. 

So it is a way to sift through the 
problem we have. If we do nothing, the 
problem is going to grow. 

The H–2A system right now, one of 
the flaws with that, as I said, it was 
supposed to be a 10-month program. 
People come in. Our producers are pay-
ing $1,200 to $2,000 to get a person into 
the country for the permit, to get them 
the transportation and all that. When 
they come into the country, about 25 
percent of the people that come in on 
an H–2A abscond. They go off the grid, 
and the producer can’t get people to 
come back that they have hired to 
work and they have made that commit-
ment. 

With this system, that person will 
have that ‘‘AG’’ designation. The H–2A 
program will have the ‘‘AG’’ designa-
tion, and with the H–2A program, the 
goal is to make it a 10-month seasonal 
program. After 10 months, you go 
home. You have agreed to that. If you 
only want to work 16 weeks, you work 
the 16 weeks and go home. 

So it gives flexibility to the worker. 
It gives flexibility to the producer. It 
creates food security for us because 
this is something we need. And we get 
rid of the adverse wage effect and we go 
to the prevailing wage, which usually 
is about 115 percent above minimum 
wage. 

But as you and I know, people who 
work in agriculture, and if they are 
picking crops or shipping stuff, they 
are making $250 to $300 a day. They 
work their tails off because they are 
appreciative of the opportunity they 
have, as you said, because they want to 
live their dream. And they may become 
a citizen down the road. 

There is no citizenship with this. It is 
a way for people to come in and work. 
We get rid of the touchback provision 
of Bob Goodlatte’s bill last year, and 
that comes from feedback from our 
dairy folks and other industries: I need 
year-round workers. 

A touchback does not work, because 
we have had these people who have 
been in here illegally for 5, 10, 15 years. 

Let’s work together as Americans to 
solve a problem so that we can sift 
through this and end people coming in 
illegally. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman if he has any other thoughts 
that he would like to add, he can feel 
free. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
YOHO), and I would add that, one of the 
things that crosses my mind, as I talk 
and listen here this evening, is that the 
Social Security numbers, multiple uses 
of a single number—it might even be 
all zeroes, and all zeroes might be used 
a thousand times in America, or more. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 08:26 Jul 26, 2019 Jkt 089060 PO 00000 Frm 00075 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K25JY7.101 H25JYPT1lo
tte

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

C
F

D
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7456 July 25, 2019 
So I hear these stories, and some of 

the employers will say: Well, we have 
followed all of the laws that we are re-
quired to follow. 

But common sense isn’t something 
that we hold them accountable for, ap-
parently, and so the Social Security 
Administration, under Barack Obama 
started issuing no-match letters. 

b 1800 

No-match letters used to go out to 
say this Social Security number that 
you are using isn’t a match. Then it 
should go to the employer, too, and I 
believe it used to. 

I understand that the Trump admin-
istration may be picking that back up 
again and issuing the no-match letters, 
but that is not where it should stop. 
That is where it should begin. 

Mr. YOHO. The gentleman is exactly 
right. I have had producers call me. 
When I was in the district, they 
brought that up, the no-match letters. 
They are in a tizzy. 

If we go back prior to President 
Obama, there were no-match letters. 
This is what is wrong when you have 
bad policy. When you get rid of a pro-
gram or a requirement that is working, 
people get complacent. They are like: 
Hey, I don’t have to match up to Social 
Security, so there is no reason for me 
even to apply legally. 

Then, when you try to reinstate it, 
you get angry people, and it gums up 
the system again. 

That is why, if we have a good sys-
tem in place, there is no reason to back 
away from it because this will be a pol-
icy that will live beyond you and me. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. In 1986, when the 
Amnesty Act was signed by Ronald 
Reagan, there was a requirement that 
each employer would have I–9 docu-
ments that would be filed. 

As soon as applicants came in, we 
took a copy of their information. We 
took the I–9 documents. We kept them 
in our files carefully. Any individual 
who came in and applied, we had the 
right file, expecting INS—Immigration 
and Naturalization Services, at that 
time—personnel to be at our door any-
time, poking through all of our 
records, which records are probably 
still sitting in my archives somewhere. 

That was going to work. They be-
lieved it was going to work. What hap-
pened was, slowly along the way, the 
ACLU filed lawsuits, and people kind of 
ducked and dodged. They found a way 
to rationalize a way around it until 
they got around to: Well, as an em-
ployer, I can’t be required to make a 
judgment call. If I am looking at a pic-
ture of someone, I can’t be sure that 
that is the face of the person who is in 
front of me. 

They would make the presumption 
that was best for their business inter-
ests rather than best for the law en-
forcement part of it. 

Then, if ICE doesn’t show up when 
the no-match letters come through, be-

cause they are not cooperating with 
the Social Security Administration to 
go through those records when it is 
very probable that when a Social Secu-
rity number is being used maybe in 10 
places, in 10 different towns, you can’t 
get to 10 jobs simultaneously. It should 
make sense that nine or at least eight 
of those are phony. They ought to go in 
and identify those employers and em-
ployees and, if there are law violations, 
bring charges against them. 

That hasn’t been happening for years 
in this country. It needs to happen. 

This component that you proposed 
looks to me like it is an improvement, 
to segment off some of this, but I still 
say we need to go into the Social Secu-
rity no-match and fix that. 

Mr. YOHO. I think that is a great 
thing. That is something we do need to 
go into. Then, we need to have the al-
ternative. 

The gentleman brought up a good 
point that I have experienced, too, 
talking to our producers. If you get an 
I–9, which is the form to apply for a 
job, if there is a Social Security num-
ber, if you question that and don’t hire 
that person because you think it is not 
legal, he has the right to sue you, and 
he will win. If you don’t question that 
and hire that person, the Department 
of Labor or ICE shows up. They are 
going to fine you for hiring a person 
that you didn’t verify. 

It is a mess. How did we become the 
great country we are with such a—I 
was going to say messed up system, or 
something like that. 

This is not rocket science. This is a 
simple program, and there is a com-
monsense reform. 

One of the things I didn’t bring up, 
and I think the gentleman had asked 
me about this, is that the ID number is 
also a tax number. Taxes will be taken 
out of that. 

That is why I don’t want Social Secu-
rity associated with it, because Social 
Security denotes benefits, that if I am 
paying this, I get benefits. Those are 
not tied here. Money that goes in will 
go to other resources. 

What we are proposing is that we are 
going to make a requirement that each 
person who comes in as a guest worker 
has to have a catastrophic health in-
surance policy. If you come in here and 
drive a car, you have to have insur-
ance. This will be something that we 
are sitting down with the insurance 
companies about. We have a pool of 
about a million people who are going to 
need some form of catastrophic health 
insurance. 

The other thing we are proposing is, 
if they are here legally, and they have 
a guest permit to work here, we go to 
direct primary care. These are compa-
nies around the country—it was amaz-
ing. I went and visited one. If you are 
between the ages of 18 and, I think, 25 
or 30, your monthly cost for your 
health insurance is $25 a month—$25 a 
month. If you want blood work, it is $40 
a month in my town. If you want an 
MRI, it is $250. That is affordable 
healthcare. 

The beauty of this is the employer 
can bring in a group of people. He can 
get direct primary care for a small 
amount of money. We will allow him to 
deduct that cost. Then, there is cata-
strophic health insurance. 

We have covered health insurance. 
We have covered driving insurance. We 
have covered a way for people to come 
in. We have given them a number so 
that we know where they are. They are 
not gummed up in our Social Security 
system. 

We have started to separate into dif-
ferent silos or categories and envelopes 
where they should be so that there is 
rational thought to this. 

The gentleman brought up 
rationalizing. I shouldn’t have used 
that word. Rationalizing is to make ra-
tionale a lie. That is used too often up 
here. 

We want to make commonsense re-
forms to have a program that works for 
the immigrants, works for our employ-
ers, and works for our Nation. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
wanted to add another piece to this. 
This is an observation that I think ap-
plies across this country and a lot of 
places today. 

Some of my constituents made a 
practice of going out through the park-
ing lot at the packing plant and pick-
ing up the check stubs on payday that 
were dropped down on the asphalt. 
Then, they stack a bunch of them up, 
put them in a big manila envelope that 
would kind of spring like an accordion, 
and mail it off to me. 

Here it comes in my mailbox. What is 
this? There is no letter, no message, no 
return address. Just my address on 
there and all these check stubs with no 
names on them. 

But the withholding, it tells me, is 
zero, zero, zero. No State withholding. 
No Federal withholding. 

What that tells me is that we have a 
lot of people who are working unlaw-
fully in America, that when they 
apply, they claim the maximum num-
ber of dependents, so there is zero with-
holding at the wage scale they have for 
Federal income tax or State income 
tax. 

Yet, they still say they are paying 
taxes. Well, yes, there is sales tax. I 
suppose, in the rent, you are paying a 
share of the property tax. Some of 
those things are taking place. But that 
is another place the system is gamed 
by using Social Security numbers. 

I am hopeful that the gentleman has 
zeroed in on a way to address that. 

Mr. YOHO. We have. That is the 
beauty of the system. We get rid of all 
that. It is not a Social Security with-
holding. It is going to be a tax. It will 
be a guest worker tax, and money will 
be taken out. 

As I said, as I have shared this with 
Members in a bipartisan manner, they 
get excited about it. Our producers get 
excited about it. Industry gets excited 
about it. 
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Let’s work to finally be the Congress 

that says that we fixed this problem, 
and let’s make the American people 
proud and make our Nation safer. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

NEWS MEDIA CREATES FALSE 
NARRATIVES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. KING) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, 
it is my privilege to have the oppor-
tunity to address you here on the floor 
of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives and continue some of this 
dialogue. 

I am changing the subject a little bit 
here this evening, Madam Speaker. I 
wanted to take up the topic that had 
this House of Representatives tied up 
in knots last January, about January 
15 or so. 

I was the direct subject of those 
things, and it has to do with, to refresh 
people’s memory, a misquote on me 
that came out of The New York Times 
that alleged that I had tied three 
phrases together. Two of them are odi-
ous ideologies, and one of them is one 
of the most meritorious ideologies that 
the world has ever seen. Those two, it 
was a misquote by The New York 
Times. 

I believe that I have introduced a 
document that has been publicly avail-
able since sometime last March 6, it is 
dated, that makes it very clear that 
The New York Times misquoted me 
and that a lot of the media out there 
that went into a hyperventilation fit 
was jumping on an issue that we have 
seen the pattern of many times over. 

I came across a little comment about 
The New York Times that said, ‘‘All 
the news that fits the narrative.’’ Well, 
that seems to be what happened last 
January 10, when they wrote a story on 
me about all the news that fits the nar-
rative, the narrative that they had cre-
ated, not necessarily the facts. 

I would point out, Madam Speaker, 
that there has been a whole series of 
narratives out here that turned out to 
be inactionable or, perhaps, false. I 
would say that the biggest one and the 
one that tied America up in knots the 
longest and most intensely were the al-
legations against Justice Brett 
Kavanaugh. 

Of all of the folks who had accused 
him, none of their allegations held up. 
They were not corroborated in any 
way. It was clear that he was targeted 
because they didn’t want a conserv-
ative constitutionalist sitting on the 
bench. 

I am very thankful he is sitting on 
the bench, and I am also very thankful 
and grateful of the way he conducted 
himself throughout those hearings. 

That is not the first time we have 
seen this. I felt great sympathy for 
Justice Clarence Thomas when he en-

dured what he referred to as a high- 
tech lynching back in the early 1990s. 
The allegations made against him were 
hyperventilation of the first order, and 
it was maybe the worst that we had 
seen. 

I go back even further to Judge Bork, 
who became a verb when he was 
‘‘borked’’ by the United States Senate. 
Allegations against him became, at a 
certain point, untenable and 
unsurvivable, from his career stand-
point. 

These people that I have mentioned 
so far were all wronged. 

Let me put another one in, Madam 
Speaker: Covington Catholic boys down 
here by the Lincoln Memorial, stand-
ing there, respectfully and patiently, 
while a musical device was being 
pounded in front of one young man’s 
face. 

That turned into better than a week 
of intense media assaults and attacks, 
verbally and keyboard-wise, against 
those Covington Catholic boys because 
the media’s narrative fit their nar-
rative. 

All the news that fits their narrative, 
but not the truth, and not stepping 
back to take an objective look to try 
to understand what is going on. 

It is seldom that the world is as bad 
as the media would like to tell us that 
it is. The Covington Catholic boys were 
exonerated when the camera was 
panned back, and we looked at it as 
America within the full context of 
what was going on. They were pa-
tiently enduring and experiencing 
something that I am sure was a unique 
experience for them. 

They hadn’t spent time to speak of 
here in Washington, D.C. They hadn’t 
been involved in a demonstration of 
that kind. Just innocent young men, 
clean-cut, one of them wearing a Make 
America Great cap, probably more of 
them doing that, and patiently there. 

People would say: Have you ever seen 
such a punchable face? I would call it a 
very innocent face of a young man who 
kept a tight little smile on his face 
while he waited for that drum to be fin-
ished being beat in front of his face. 

I would add another one about that 
same period of time, Madam Speaker, 
Michael Cohen, the President’s attor-
ney at that period of time, or former 
attorney. The news media was all over 
that Michael Cohen had been directed 
to lie to Congress by the President of 
the United States, Donald Trump. That 
was a story that lived for 4 or 5 or more 
days until the truth came out that that 
narrative was false. 

False narratives on Justice 
Kavanaugh, false narratives on the 
Covington Catholic boys, false nar-
ratives on Michael Cohen. 

Then, we had, at about the same 
time, the story on Jussie Smollett, 
who said that he had been attacked 
and, apparently, attempted to be 
lynched by some folks of the opposite 
race that he is. 

It turned out that, when we saw the 
videos of who was buying this rope and 

the other material in the store not 
very far from there, those folks were 
not there to attack Jussie Smollett be-
cause of anything to do with race. It 
had to do with what surely appears to 
be a hoax. Now, we have a Federal in-
vestigation into the prosecuting attor-
ney in Chicago who found a way to 
turn Jussie Smollett loose. 

That is another case where the nar-
rative that was delivered by the media 
day after day after day was false, but it 
was the narrative that told the story 
that they wanted to be told, all the 
news that fits the narrative. 

We have another one here that just 
recently passed behind us just a few 
days back. Georgia State Representa-
tive Erica Thomas made an argument 
and cried in front of the media that she 
got into an altercation in a store and 
was told by a man to ‘‘go back where 
you came from.’’ 

b 2015 
And after that was scrutinized, and 

after the video was watched, and after 
the people that were witnesses there fi-
nally came forward and got their nar-
ratives out, we found out that that 
story wasn’t true either. It was all the 
news that fit the narratives of The New 
York Times and others, but it wasn’t 
true, and she finally admitted it. 

I have just listed some along here. 
Madam Speaker, here are some other 

stories that were put before us where 
there has been no consequence and no 
action taken; there is Governor Ralph 
Northam of Virginia, just across the 
Potomac, who was either the fellow in 
blackface or the fellow in the KKK cos-
tume. We are not sure which but, ap-
parently, he is one of them, but no ac-
tion was taken on that. 

That was a long time ago. I am okay 
with acknowledging what took place; 
looking at the man that he is today. 
But the hyperventilation around that 
was very intense, and it was also a nar-
rative that the news media wanted to 
be true. 

I believe one of those two things 
seems to have a lot of legs. 

Lieutenant Governor Justin Fairfax, 
multiple accusations of sexual assault; 
no action down there. 

The Attorney General Mark Herring 
confessed that he was in blackface. No 
action down there. So there is a stale-
mate in Virginia. 

No consequence for these three alle-
gations in Virginia. No consequence so 
far for Jussie Smollett. No consequence 
so far for Erica Thomas. We saw all 
those things. 

Madam Speaker, by the way, I will 
point out that I have not been critical 
of the statements made by Members of 
Congress, no matter how much press 
they have gotten. 

The Quad Squad has gotten a lot of 
press for certain statements. They do 
have a right to freedom of speech. But 
with regard to AOC, and ILHAN OMAR, 
and RASHIDA TLAIB, and AYANNA 
PRESSLEY, some of those statements 
that are made are on their face pretty 
stark. 
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I think our job here in America is to 

recognize that people have a right to 
freedom of speech. It is a constitu-
tional guarantee. 

I sat with some people that were, I 
will say, significantly seasoned in the 
world and in the business world. These 
folks were out of Europe. And I said to 
them: You need constitutional protec-
tion for freedom of speech in the same 
way, along the lines that we have in 
America, because we are protected. We 
can say what we want to say; freedom 
of speech, religion, the press, and to 
peaceably assemble, and to petition the 
government for redress of grievance. 
That is America. 

The ability to express our thoughts 
and our ideas and freely exchange them 
with others generates other ideas. Bad 
ideas drift by the wayside after they 
are examined in open public dialogue; 
and good ideas get legs, as you saw to-
night with Congressman YOHO lifting 
his immigration bill up before every-
one for an opportunity to debate. 

Good ideas sustain themselves. Bad 
ideas, if you have a rational public that 
believes in the age of reason—and we 
need to be sustaining this age of rea-
son—then the world gets to be a better 
place. 

If we suppress thoughts and we sup-
press dialogue, if we tell people they 
don’t have freedom of speech, if we 
punish them for exercising their con-
stitutional right to freedom of speech, 
it diminishes all of us because then we 
don’t have competing ideas. We only 
have the repetition of politically cor-
rect utterances; and that is not going 
to sustain the greatest nation the 
world has ever seen. It was built on 
these freedoms. 

America was built on freedom of 
speech, religion, and the press, the Sec-
ond Amendment, the right to keep and 
bear arms, the property rights that are 
in the Fifth Amendment, no double 
jeopardy, you face a jury of your peers. 
And the rights that are not enumer-
ated in the Constitution devolve to the 
people or the States respectively. 

We are built on free enterprise, cap-
italism, and Judeo-Christian values. 
We are descended from the full flow of 
Western civilization that comes here to 
America; and today we are the flagship 
of Western civilization. 

Now I have named all of this, but I 
want to state, again, AOC, ILHAN OMAR, 
RASHIDA TLAIB, AYANNA PRESSLEY, and 
every other Member of this United 
States Congress, and everyone in the 
United States of America has a God- 
given right to freedom of speech, and 
thought, and expression, and religion, 
and assembly, and press. And if we 
don’t protect those rights, America de-
volves towards the Third World, not as-
cending onward and upward into the 
shining city that was so well and elo-
quently envisioned by Ronald Reagan. 

So if we disagree with what someone 
says, we can state our opposition and 
our reasons why; and we need to have 
respectful disagreement here in this 
Congress. 

The debates that have taken place 
here over the years have shaped the 
fabric of America. We often say this is 
the greatest debate body in the world 
here. I am not as convinced of that 
today, or this year, as I was up to this 
point. 

When I see that there was a false al-
legation made against me, a misquote 
in The New York Times, intentional or 
not, has turned into something that is 
supposedly a fact; and then, the things 
that are clearly not facts are repeated 
over and over again by a media that 
wants their narrative to be true. 

So there was a resolution that came 
to the floor here in the House that 
was—I am named in the first para-
graph. This is H. Res. 41, on January 15 
of 2019, and it starts out this way: 
‘‘Whereas, on January 10, 2019, Rep-
resentative STEVE KING was quoted as 
asking, ‘White nationalist, white su-
premacist, Western civilization—how 
did that language become offensive?’ ’’ 

That is part of the quote, not all of 
it. It is not even quoted in the context 
that the article quoted it in. But that 
is actually a true statement that is a 
quote that was published in The New 
York Times, and that is what it says, 
Whereas, STEVE KING was quoted as 
saying this. 

And then there are a whole series of 
whereases here that reject the odious 
ideology that White supremacy and 
White nationalism—there are a whole 
lot of other odious ideologies, and some 
of them are openly defended here on 
the floor of this House of Representa-
tives, not either one of those, not by 
me, and not by anybody. 

I agreed with those whereases all the 
way down. In fact, the rejection that I 
had put into this CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD the previous Friday was more 
clear and more stark, and it rejected 
those odious ideologies more distinctly 
and more effectively than the resolu-
tion that was introduced by Mr. CLY-
BURN. 

All those whereases I agree with. I 
got down to the resolve of this resolu-
tion. It says: ‘‘Resolved, that the House 
of Representatives once again rejects 
white nationalism and white suprem-
acy as hateful expressions of intoler-
ance that are contradictory to the val-
ues that define the people of the United 
States.’’ 

Agreed again. 
So, Madam Speaker, I am making 

this point that the world seems to for-
get that I supported this resolution, be-
cause it was true. All it said about me 
was that The New York—that I had 
been quoted as saying that. That is 
true. The New York Times quoted me 
as saying that. I don’t have any reason 
to disagree with this. I voted for it, and 
I asked all of the Members to vote for 
it for a number of reasons; but one of 
them was, I didn’t want to see this 
Congress split over something like 
this. 

Why are we policing something of 
this nature? 

Why does Congress think that we 
should police the speech of Members on 

the floor here, especially if it doesn’t 
violate the rules, or outside these 
Chambers? 

Never in the history of the United 
States House of Representatives has a 
Member been removed from commit-
tees because of even an accurate quote 
by the press outside these walls. It 
didn’t take place in this building or on 
the Capitol grounds in any way what-
soever. 

Never has even an accurate quote 
been used to sanction a Member of Con-
gress. 

So we have, instead, a misquote that 
was in a 56-minute telephone interview 
with The New York Times reporter 
who asserted—and our Minority Leader 
KEVIN MCCARTHY said that he talked to 
him on the phone—he said he could 
type as fast as anybody can talk and he 
can punctuate accurately. So I am 
wondering why he stopped me a couple 
of times in that 56-minute interview 
and asked me to repeat a sentence so 
that he could get it right. 

In fact, I am going to guess that 
there isn’t anybody that can take a 
conventional typewriter and type accu-
rately and punctuate accurately at the 
speed that I talk in a normal conversa-
tion. 

In fact, the wonderful Christy over 
here, and her magic keyboard, can 
barely keep up at about 250 words a 
minute when I am rolling along. And I 
feel a little sorry for her, but I like her 
a lot. 

And so that is my point: There is no 
reporter that is even capable of doing 
that. But he has convinced KEVIN 
MCCARTHY that he is the ‘‘magic finger 
man’’ and he couldn’t possibly make a 
mistake; not with a hyphen; not with 
comma; not with a voice inflection. 

Oh, by the way, this is going be a lit-
tle harder now, Christy, because Zig 
Ziglar used to use this to describe how 
things can be misconstrued. And I am 
saying that this quote was more than 
misconstrued. It just happened to fit 
the narrative that The New York 
Times and a number of other liberal or-
ganizations wanted. 

But Zig Ziglar would put it out this 
way: There are four different ways, and 
it is going to be printed all the same 
way in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and 
then I am going to explain what is dif-
ferent. 

But, Madam Speaker, for those that 
are, say, watching on C–SPAN, to un-
derstand how language works, it works 
like this: He would say, I never said she 
stole the money, with the emphasis on 
the word ‘‘she’’. That says one thing: I 
never said she stole the money. 

Another way to say the same words 
are: I never said she stole the money, 
with the emphasis on the word ‘‘stole’’. 

Another one is, I never said she stole 
the money, with the emphasis on the 
word ‘‘I’’. 

And the last one is: I never said she 
stole the money, with the emphasis on 
the word ‘‘money’’. There are four dif-
ferent meanings that come out of ex-
actly the same words. 
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And KEVIN MCCARTHY, and a handful 

of others, believe that somehow the 
punctuation that was in The New York 
Times, and the hyperventilation that 
emerged on the punctuation of The 
New York Times, is justifiable to at-
tempt to disenfranchise 755,000 Iowans. 
And he doesn’t remember or acknowl-
edge that more people voted for me in 
the last election than they did KEVIN 
MCCARTHY, or the chair of the Repub-
lican Conference. 

And the legitimacy that was con-
ferred upon me was conferred after any 
other allegation other than this mis-
quote that happens to be of The New 
York Times. 

Now, I would add, handling language 
in this way is this way; that the dia-
logue that went on in that 56-minute 
interview was a dialogue that the re-
porter refuses to even speculate as to 
what question it was that he might 
have asked me. 

I’m pretty sure that he didn’t have 
that typed out in his notes either, so he 
doesn’t know the question. 

But I am going to submit that it was 
about the discussion that had to do 
with the weaponization of language; 
the weaponization of language that has 
been calculated by the left. 

And I happen to know that there was 
a meeting in the Mandarin Hotel here 
in Washington, D.C. that commenced 
on November 12, 2016; and that was 
going to be a meeting on how to exploit 
the Hillary presidency if she was going 
to be President-elect on that day, when 
that 3-day conference began. 

But as it turned out, it was Presi-
dent-elect Donald Trump that they had 
to react to and figure out how they 
were going to take the highest levels of 
the Democratic Party that emerged in 
the Mandarin Hotel, including George 
Soros, whose picture was on the front 
of the article written by Politico on 
that day. 

Out of that came a number of 
weaponization strategies; one of them 
was the resistance movement. And you 
saw demonstrations in the streets all 
over America that commenced shortly 
after that, all the way through the in-
auguration, and for a month or two 
after that, all these demonstrations. 

The idea was, don’t let Donald Trump 
govern. If you weren’t successful in 
beating him in the election; if—let’s 
just say, Peter Strzok and Lisa Page 
and those who said they weren’t going 
to ever let it happen, and the rest of 
that cabal, they fell short in the elec-
tion, but they continued to try to deny 
Donald Trump the opportunity to rule 
and to function as the President of the 
United States. 

Madam Speaker, that topic has been 
before us intensively as recently as 
yesterday. 

And so, the strategy that came out of 
the Mandarin Hotel in that conference 
that began with the Democratic Party 
at the highest levels there, including 
George Soros and the DNC, on Sunday, 
the 12th of November—it happened to 
be Charles Manson’s birthday, I happen 

to know. I don’t know why I know 
that—but it was about the 
weaponization of terms. 

Our discussion in that interview with 
The New York Times was about the 
weaponization of terms. And I have 
spoken of the weaponization of terms 
before that in an interview with The 
Christian Science Monitor, and there, 
it is a clear quote that rolls along that 
says: It is about weaponizing these 
terms. 

Madam Speaker, I use the terms—if I 
can find it here, The Christian Science 
Monitor article. It was using the terms 
Western civilization or Western culture 
as that—why is it that they are trying 
to turn that into a pejorative term? 
And that interview was clearly done in 
The Christian Science Monitor, and it 
is clear that that would be the topic I 
was talking about; not advocacy for 
odious ideologies, but instead won-
dering why it would be that the left 
would be seeking to weaponize the very 
meritorious term, Western civilization. 
That is clearly the case. 

And I have been attacked for defend-
ing Western civilization, but I have 
never defended White nationalism or 
White supremacy. 

b 2030 

I would point out on this chart, 
Madam Speaker, when was it used? I 
mean, when were these terms used 
within our dialogue? Here is one. This 
is a quote from me. 

We went through LexisNexis and 
went on back and asked from the year 
2000 up until the end of 2018 how many 
times was I quoted as ever using the 
term ‘‘white nationals’’ or ‘‘white su-
premacy?’’ You can see down here in 
the red and in the green, it goes clear 
on out to the end of 2018—never. Not 
one time was I quoted as using either 
one of those terms that identify the 
odious ideologies in all the LexisNexis 
searches that were there. 

It makes it implausible that, unless 
those terms were fed to me by The New 
York Times, it is very unlikely that 
they would have ever been uttered in 
that interview. But I said I am defend-
ing Western civilization. I have been 
consistent and clear on that, Madam 
Speaker. 

And so this chart, the blue line shows 
the utilization of ‘‘Western civiliza-
tion,’’ the times that I have been 
quoted using the term ‘‘Western civili-
zation.’’ Instead of zero times being 
quoted as using ‘‘white nationalism’’ or 
‘‘white supremacy,’’ ‘‘Western civiliza-
tion’’ totals, that number shows on 
here, but here is the utilization of it, 
and it totals 276 times. 

So to keep it simple, I boiled it down 
to the text here. I was quoted as saying 
‘‘Western civilization’’ in The New 
York Times—number of times quoted 
as saying ‘‘Western civilization,’’ 276 
times since the year 2000 the press has 
quoted me as using that term. I am 
fine with that. I proudly defend West-
ern civilization, consistently. But when 
did I ever say ‘‘white nationalism’’ or 

‘‘white supremacy’’ or any derivative 
thereof? Zero times, zero. 

So it is pretty clear that when The 
New York Times plugs that in, I was 
likely responding to the utilization of 
those terms in a question if those 
words were even said at all. 

And here is another little chart. The 
leader made a point that, well, you 
know, that I had defined ‘‘white na-
tionalism,’’ and I had defined it in an 
earlier interview by saying that it is a 
derogatory term and it implies racism, 
but it might have meant something dif-
ferent, I said, 1, 2, or 3 years ago. 

This is an October 20 interview with 
Dave Price on WHO. 

So I went back and looked, how often 
was the term ‘‘white nationalism’’ used 
historically, going back to the year 
2000 on LexisNexis? And you can see 
this line staying down here near zero, 
all these years from 2000 all the way up 
to 2015. 

You would say in today’s vernacular, 
virtually zero times—virtually no 
times, excuse me—not zero, but vir-
tually no times was the term ‘‘white 
nationalism’’ even used in our dialogue 
until you get to 2016 where it jumps up. 

These numbers really are 1 to 200 
times a year throughout all the publi-
cations, all the writers, all the things 
that show up on LexisNexis that 
searches everything in print, including 
the blogs all the way back. 

So this is virtually none, 1 to 200 
times a year by everybody. And this 
isn’t identified to my utilization. 

Then, in 2016, it jumps from virtually 
none up to 10,000 times a year. And 
then when you go to 2017, it jumps all 
the way up to 30,000 times. And in 2018, 
it is still up there at 20,000 times. 

So 10, 30, 20,000 times used, virtually 
unused before. And I explained and as-
serted that they are weaponizing that 
term, and they are injecting it into the 
political dialogue and using it as a pej-
orative term against anybody they can 
stick this label on. 

And that is exactly what was going 
on, and that is exactly what I defined 
in that interview that was so objected 
to by the minority leader of the House 
of Representatives. I was far more 
right than I thought. 

It was a general understanding I had. 
Now when I go back and look at the 
facts, I just nailed it cold as to what is 
going on. 

The left is weaponizing terms. I was 
explaining that. I explained it accu-
rately, more accurately than I thought 
I had, and what is my reward for being 
so precise? And my reward for being so 
accurate, my reward for defending 
Western civilization is a pejorative de-
cision that is unprecedented in the his-
tory of the United States Congress to 
stifle my freedom of speech and to 
limit, to the extent they could, my 
ability to be reelected going into the 
future. 

That is the kind of thing we can’t 
have in this Congress is for someone to 
be sitting in leadership that thinks 
that they have the authority to deter-
mine who is not going to represent peo-
ple outside of their own district. That 
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is destructive to our constitutional Re-
public. 

The voice of we the people elects the 
Representatives, and when they do so, 
they have a right to the full-throated 
representation, and that has been de-
nied so far this year because of the ar-
bitrary and capricious and false conclu-
sion that has been drawn by KEVIN 
MCCARTHY. And so that situation needs 
took rectified. 

Anyone who has read this 6-page 
fact-check document, not one person 
has found a hole in it. Not one rational 
person has found a hole in it. 

Those that did read it and considered 
it said: You make some good points; 
yes, it makes sense. Well, we maybe 
have to find a time to fix this, but it is 
not very convenient right now. 

My point is, Madam Speaker, that if 
you find that somebody has been 
locked up in jail and the DNA tests 
prove that they are not guilty, you 
don’t wait until they have a good job. 
You open up the doors and you give 
them back their freedom. And in this 
case, you give back to the people of 
Iowa the full-throated representation 
of their senior Member, the dean of the 
Iowa House of Representatives. 

And one of the things my constitu-
ents like about me is they always get 
the straight, unvarnished truth wheth-
er they like it or not. And they will 
come up and they will say: I don’t 
agree with you on everything, but I 
know that you are telling me the 
truth; I know you are working hard; 
and I know that you are objective in 
this, and we need somebody that we 
don’t have to wonder what they are 
saying. 

I don’t ever dance around with words. 
I tell people what I think and what I 
know; and I give them the good news 
when it is there, and I am eager to do 
so, and I give them the bad news when 
it is time because they deserve the 
straightest of answers. 

We are straight talkers in the Mid-
west. We are descended from people 
that came across the prairie to live 
free or die out there in the plains, and 

we built a pretty good place. It is the 
best place in the world to live and raise 
a family. 

We have people that are coming 
back. When they are young, sometimes 
they will go off and look at the rest of 
the country or the world, but they 
come back, especially when it is time 
for the kids to go to school, and they 
contribute back to the community, 
generation on top of generation on top 
of generation. 

That is some of the things that I 
have worked to establish. 

In the time I have been here in Con-
gress, we have taken Iowa into number 
one, the Fourth Congressional District 
into number one in the production of 
renewable fuels and energy. By the 
time you add together the ethanol, bio-
diesel, wind and, now, solar, we 
produce more BTUS of energy than any 
other congressional district that is a 
renewable outside of this. 

We have gotten transportation routes 
that have been set up, four-lane High-
way 20 is done. We rank in the top first 
or second or third in corn and soybeans 
and in pork and in egg production, 
right at or near the top in all of that. 
It is a wholesome place. 

When I look outside from my place, I 
see no neighbors, but I never had a bad 
one. And we have got a crop that looks 
great this year. 

When I see all those little kids boil-
ing up to the front of our church to put 
their dollar in the basket, those kids 
are going to grow up in those commu-
nities, too, and we are going to have 
generation after generation that rep-
licates and improves upon the success 
that we have had. 

But we can’t do that if we are going 
to live in a country where there is an 
arbitrary censorship taking place and 
no opportunity for me to even defend 
myself. 

Innocent until proven guilty? Well, 
that is true for a whole bunch of these 
people that I named, but STEVE KING, 
instead, is guilty by accusation, guilty 
by false allegation, even now that I 
have proven to the House of Represent-

atives that, beyond any reasonable 
question, this was a misquote. It was 
something that was ginned up, and it 
created a political lynch mob. 

It is time to cut the rope and get me 
back in full force of where my constitu-
ents deserve, to give them the fullest 
representation that is there. 

I will face any accuser any time, and 
I will deliver all the facts; and if any-
body can find a hole in this 6-page fact- 
check document or any other state-
ment that I have made, I would be very 
happy to look anybody in the eye to 
answer those questions. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate your 
attention to this matter here this 
evening, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The Speaker announced her signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S. 504.—An Act to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to authorize The American Le-
gion to determine the requirements for 
membership in The American Legion, and for 
other purposes. 

f 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Cheryl L. Johnson, Clerk of the 
House, reported that on July 24, 2019, 
she presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the fol-
lowing bill: 

H.R. 1327. To extend authorization for the 
September 11th Victim Compensation Fund 
of 2001 through fiscal year 2092, and for other 
purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Madam Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 8 o’clock and 39 minutes 
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Friday, July 26, 2019, at 9 a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Official Foreign Travel during the first and 
second quarters of 2019, pursuant to Public Law 95–384, are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Kyle DeCant ............................................................. 6 /5 6 /8 Mexico ................................................... .................... 1,272.00 .................... 431.75 .................... .................... .................... 1,703.75 
Akash Chougule ....................................................... 6 /5 6 /8 Mexico ................................................... .................... 1,272.00 .................... 431.75 .................... .................... .................... 1,703.75 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... $2,544.00 .................... 863.50 .................... .................... .................... 3,407.50 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. ROBERT C. ‘‘BOBBY’’ SCOTT, July 11, 2019. 
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REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. ZOE LOFGREN, July 11, 2019. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND TECHNOLOGY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND 
JUNE 30, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, July 18, 2019. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 AND JUNE 30, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. MARK TAKANO, July 15, 2019. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE MODERNIZATION OF CONGRESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JAN. 1 
AND MAR. 31, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. DEREK KILMER, July 16, 2019. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE MODERNIZATION OF CONGRESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN APR. 1 
AND JUNE 30, 2019 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. DEREK KILMER, July 16, 2019. 

h 

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO 
LEGISLATION 

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YAR-
MUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote 
on passage, for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, that H.R. 2336, the 
Family Farmer Relief Act of 2019, 
would have no significant effect on di-
rect spending or revenues, and there-
fore, the budgetary effects of such bill 
are estimated as zero. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1769. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter 
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant 
General Nadja Y. West, United States Army, 
and her advancement to the grade of lieuten-
ant general on the retired list, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 
(as amended by Public Law 104-106, Sec. 
502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1770. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter 

on the approved retirement of General Rob-
ert B. Brown, United States Army, and his 
advancement to the grade of general on the 
retired list, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); 
Public Law 96-513, Sec. 112 (as amended by 
Public Law 104-106, Sec. 502(b)); (110 Stat. 
293); to the Committee on Armed Services. 

1771. A letter from the Acting Secretary, 
Department of Defense, transmitting a letter 
on the approved retirement of Lieutenant 
General Steven L. Kwast, United States Air 
Force, and his advancement to the grade of 
lieutenant general on the retired list, pursu-
ant to 10 U.S.C. 1370(c)(1); Public Law 96-513, 
Sec. 112 (as amended by Public Law 104-106, 
Sec. 502(b)); (110 Stat. 293); to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 
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July 25, 2019, on page H7461, the following  appeared: Mr. Yarmuth hereby submits, prior  to the vote on passage, for printing in the Congressional Record, that H.R. 2336, the Short-Term Detention Standards Act, would have no significant effect on direct spending or  revenues,The online version has been corrected to read:  Mr. Yarmuth hereby submits, prior to the vote on passage, for printing in the Congressional Record, that H.R. 2336, the Family Farmer Relief Act of 2019, would have no significant effect on direct spending or revenues,



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH7462 July 25, 2019 
1772. A letter from the Secretary of Agri-

culture, Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, Department of Agriculture, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting the Department’s Report to Con-
gress on the Notifications of Thefts, Losses, 
or Releases of Select Agents and Toxins for 
CY 2018, pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 8401(k); Pub. L 
107-188, Sec. 212(k); (116 Stat. 656); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

1773. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel, General Law, Ethics, and Regula-
tion, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting four (4) notifications of a federal va-
cancy, a nomination, a designation of acting 
officer, an action on nomination, or dis-
continuation of service in acting role, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 
151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Reform. 

1774. A letter from the Senior Advisor, 
FDA, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting a notification of a va-
cancy and designation of acting officer, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105-277, 
151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Committee 
on Oversight and Reform. 

1775. A letter from the Senior Advisor, 
FDA, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting a notification of a va-
cancy and a designation of acting officer, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); Public Law 105- 
277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform. 

1776. A letter from the Chief Human Cap-
ital Officer, Office of the Administrator, U.S. 
Small Business Administration, transmit-
ting two (2) notifications of an action on 
nomination and a discontinuation of service 
in acting role, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 3349(a); 
Public Law 105-277, 151(b); (112 Stat. 2681-614); 
to the Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

1777. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Textiles and Apparel, International Trade 
Administration, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Imports of Certain Worsted Wool Fabric: Im-
plementation of Tariff Rate Quota Estab-
lished Under Title V of the Trade and Devel-
opment Act of 2000: Removal of Regulations 
[Docket No.: 170922927-8683-01] (RIN: 0625- 
AB13) received July 22, 2019, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD (for himself, 
Ms. CLARKE of New York, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. VEASEY, 
and Mr. HASTINGS): 

H.R. 3957. A bill to direct the Federal Com-
munications Commission to take certain ac-
tions to increase diversity of ownership in 
the broadcasting industry, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. CLAY, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. FOSTER, 
and Mr. CLEAVER): 

H.R. 3958. A bill to make necessary reforms 
to improve compliance with loss mitigation 
requirements by servicers of mortgages for 
single family housing insured by the FHA 
and to prevent foreclosures on FHA bor-

rowers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. COHEN: 
H.R. 3959. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Transportation to issue rules requiring the 
inclusion of new safety equipment in school 
buses, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCGOVERN (for himself, Mr. 
EMMER, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LAHOOD, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
RESCHENTHALER, Mr. BEYER, and Mr. 
RIGGLEMAN): 

H.R. 3960. A bill to allow United States 
citizens and legal residents to travel between 
the United States and Cuba; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for 
himself, Mr. COOK, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 
Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
SUOZZI, Ms. DELBENE, Mrs. MURPHY, 
Mr. LARSON of Connecticut, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. PA-
NETTA, Mr. AMODEI, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. 
GOMEZ, Mr. TONKO, Mr. HIGGINS of 
New York, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Il-
linois, Ms. SHALALA, Ms. GABBARD, 
Mr. BEYER, and Ms. JUDY CHU of Cali-
fornia): 

H.R. 3961. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an extension 
of the energy credit and the credit for resi-
dential energy efficient property; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WELCH (for himself and Mr. 
MCKINLEY): 

H.R. 3962. A bill to promote energy savings 
in residential buildings and industry, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, Science, Space, and Technology, Finan-
cial Services, the Budget, and Oversight and 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. BUDD: 
H.R. 3963. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to allow exclusion of gain 
or loss on like-kind exchanges of virtual cur-
rency; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUDD (for himself and Mr. 
BYRNE): 

H.R. 3964. A bill to provide a civil remedy 
for individuals harmed by sanctuary jurisdic-
tion policies, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committees on Transportation and In-
frastructure, and Financial Services, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI: 
H.R. 3965. A bill to amend the Public 

Health Service Act to provide for enhance-
ments to requirements for public disclosure 
of hospital price data; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI (for himself and Mr. 
ROONEY of Florida): 

H.R. 3966. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to reduce social security 
payroll taxes and to reduce the reliance of 
the United States economy on carbon-based 
energy sources, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 

addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, Education and Labor, and Rules, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama (for her-
self and Mr. REED): 

H.R. 3967. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently modify the 
limitations on the deduction of interest by 
financial institutions which hold tax-exempt 
bonds, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. HARTZLER: 
H.R. 3968. A bill to amend the Immigration 

and Nationality Act to clarify that the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security may waive cer-
tain environmental requirements to permit 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection and 
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 
to search for unlawful border crossing tun-
nels on private land to prevent the illegal 
entry of aliens into the United States, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. BONAMICI (for herself, Mr. 
BEYER, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. ROONEY 
of Florida, Mr. LARSEN of Wash-
ington, Mr. KILMER, Mr. CASE, Mr. 
YOUNG, Mr. PAPPAS, Ms. PINGREE, 
and Mr. CASTEN of Illinois): 

H.R. 3969. A bill to improve efforts to com-
bat marine debris, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, and in addition to the Committees 
on Natural Resources, Ways and Means, For-
eign Affairs, Energy and Commerce, Science, 
Space, and Technology, and Agriculture, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DOGGETT (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. 
JUDY CHU of California, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Ms. DELAURO, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Georgia, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
KHANNA, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
LOEBSACK, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
MOORE, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. RUSH, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. TAKANO, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. POCAN, 
Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. BEYER, Mr. PRICE 
of North Carolina, Mr. LOWENTHAL, 
Mr. SERRANO, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, and Ms. OCASIO-COR-
TEZ): 

H.R. 3970. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the denial of de-
duction for certain excessive employee remu-
neration, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MASSIE (for himself, Mr. 
FITZPATRICK, Mr. WEBSTER of Flor-
ida, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. MOONEY of 
West Virginia, Mr. PERRY, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. 
COOK, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. VAN DREW, 
Mr. GAETZ, Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. 
SMITH of Missouri, Mr. ROY, and Mr. 
GRIFFITH): 

H.R. 3971. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to repeal the inclusion in 
gross income of Social Security benefits; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER (for him-
self, Mr. ARMSTRONG, Mr. COLLINS of 
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Georgia, Mrs. RODGERS of Wash-
ington, Mr. HAGEDORN, and Mr. 
BUCK): 

H.R. 3972. A bill to amend chapter 8 of title 
5, United States Code, to provide that major 
rules of the executive branch shall have no 
force or effect unless a joint resolution of ap-
proval is enacted into law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and in addition to the 
Committees on Rules, and the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. HAYES (for herself, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mr. COSTA, 
Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, Mr. HIMES, 
Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, Mr. LARSON of 
Connecticut, and Mr. LEVIN of Cali-
fornia): 

H.R. 3973. A bill to establish the Clean 
School Bus Grant Program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RYAN (for himself and Mr. 
BALDERSON): 

H.R. 3974. A bill to require the use of pre-
scription drug monitoring programs; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSH (for himself and Mr. BUR-
GESS): 

H.R. 3975. A bill to amend the Fairness to 
Contact Lens Consumers Act to modernize 
verification of contact lens prescriptions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

By Mrs. LAWRENCE (for herself, Mr. 
BERGMAN, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. AMASH, 
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. WALBERG, Ms. SLOTKIN, 
Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mr. MITCH-
ELL, Ms. STEVENS, Mrs. DINGELL, and 
Ms. TLAIB): 

H.R. 3976. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
12711 East Jefferson Avenue in Detroit, 
Michigan, as the ‘‘Aretha Franklin Post Of-
fice Building’’; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Reform. 

By Ms. HAALAND (for herself, Mr. 
COOK, Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas, Mr. 
COLE, and Mr. GALLEGO): 

H.R. 3977. A bill to amend the Indian Civil 
Rights Act of 1968 to extend the jurisdiction 
of tribal courts to cover crimes involving 
sexual violence, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. CASTEN of Illinois (for himself, 
Mr. MCKINLEY, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, 
and Mrs. RADEWAGEN): 

H.R. 3978. A bill to amend the Energy Inde-
pendence and Security Act of 2007 to estab-
lish a program to incentivize innovation and 
to enhance the industrial competitiveness of 
the United States by developing technologies 
to reduce emissions of nonpower industrial 
sectors, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology, 
and in addition to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. MEUSER (for himself and Mr. 
WOMACK): 

H.R. 3979. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 to provide that any 
estimate prepared by the Congressional 
Budget Office or the Joint Committee on 
Taxation shall include costs relating to serv-
icing the public debt, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Rules, and in addition 
to the Committee on the Budget, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. KELLER (for himself, Mr. 
BOST, and Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsyl-
vania): 

H.R. 3980. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to require the impaneling of a 
new jury if a jury fails to recommend by 
unanimous vote a sentence for conviction of 
a crime punishable by death; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. PINGREE (for herself and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE): 

H.R. 3981. A bill to establish requirements 
for quality and discard dates that are, at the 
option of food labelers, included in food 
packaging, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Agriculture, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself and Mr. 
WOMACK): 

H.R. 3982. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974 to provide for pro-
cedures for establishing discretionary spend-
ing limits, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself, Mr. JOHN-
SON of Ohio, Mr. MCKINLEY, and Mr. 
OLSON): 

H.R. 3983. A bill to provide for Federal and 
State agency coordination in the approval of 
certain authorizations under the Natural 
Gas Act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself, Mr. MAR-
SHALL, and Mr. BABIN): 

H.R. 3984. A bill to improve access to emer-
gency medical services, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. FLORES (for himself and Mrs. 
LESKO): 

H.R. 3985. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit abortion in cases 
where a fetal heartbeat is detectable; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. MCBATH (for herself, Mr. TAY-
LOR, Mrs. AXNE, Mr. KELLER, and Ms. 
FINKENAUER): 

H.R. 3986. A bill to establish a task force to 
improve child care protections provided 
through interstate criminal background 
checks; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. LOUDERMILK (for himself and 
Mr. PERLMUTTER): 

H.R. 3987. A bill to amend the Dodd-Frank 
Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act to provide relief to nonbanks from 
certain stress test requirements under such 
Act; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia (for himself, 
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. 
MCEACHIN, and Ms. BASS): 

H.R. 3988. A bill to amend the 400 Years of 
African-American History Commission Act 
to extend the 400 Years of African-American 
History Commission, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

By Ms. DEAN (for herself, Mr. GARCÍA 
of Illinois, Ms. SCANLON, and Mr. 
EVANS): 

H.R. 3989. A bill to establish a Science Ad-
visory Board at the Department of Justice, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUEST: 
H.R. 3990. A bill to amend the Homeland 

Security Act of 2002 to authorize the Oper-
ation Stonegarden grant program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self and Mrs. ROBY): 

H.R. 3991. A bill to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to clarify and improve the proc-
ess for subsection (k) applicants to resolve 
patent infringement claims for biological 
products (commonly known as the ‘‘patent 
dance’’), and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HARDER of California (for him-
self and Mr. FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 3992. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to include individuals re-
ceiving Social Security Disability Insurance 
benefits under the work opportunity credit, 
increase the work opportunity credit for vo-
cational rehabilitation referrals, qualified 
SSI recipients, and qualified SSDI recipi-
ents, expand the disabled access credit, and 
enhance the deduction for expenditures to 
remove architectural and transportation 
barriers to the handicapped and elderly; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia (for him-
self and Mr. COHEN): 

H.R. 3993. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to require certain disclosures 
related to amicus activities; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCALISE (for himself and Ms. 
ESHOO): 

H.R. 3994. A bill to repeal certain provi-
sions of the Communications Act of 1934, 
title 17 of the United States Code, and cer-
tain regulations, to allow for interim car-
riage of television broadcast signals, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ARRINGTON: 
H.R. 3995. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to require the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to submit an annual report to 
Congress relating to the use of official time 
by employees of the Department of Veterans 
Affairs, to limit the instances in which offi-
cial time may be granted for certain pur-
poses to employees of the Department, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BANKS (for himself and Mr. 
PERLMUTTER): 

H.R. 3996. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for certain require-
ments relating to the use of the design-build 
construction method for Department of Vet-
erans Affairs construction projects, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKS: 
H.R. 3997. A bill to amend the Intelligence 

Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 
to prohibit individuals with security clear-
ances from being employed by certain enti-
ties; to the Committee on Oversight and Re-
form, and in addition to the Committee on 
Intelligence (Permanent Select), for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself and Mr. 
GRIJALVA): 
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H.R. 3998. A bill to award a Congressional 

Gold Medal to the United States Women’s 
Soccer Team in recognition of their extraor-
dinary contributions and commitment to 
soccer, women’s sports, inclusion, and pay 
equity; to the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
House Administration, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. BERGMAN (for himself, Mr. 
ABRAHAM, and Mr. GOSAR): 

H.R. 3999. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow for a credit 
against tax for placing in service qualified 
broadband property to expand the level of 
broadband service in a qualified rural census 
tract; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BEYER (for himself, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. KHANNA, 
Mr. COOPER, and Mr. PETERS): 

H.R. 4000. A bill to establish the use of 
ranked choice voting in elections for Rep-
resentatives in Congress, to require each 
State with more than one Representative to 
establish multi-member Congressional dis-
tricts, to require States to conduct Congres-
sional redistricting through independent 
commissions, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and in addition 
to the Committee on House Administration, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER (for himself, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, and Ms. PRESSLEY): 

H.R. 4001. A bill to amend titles 23 and 49, 
United States Code, with respect to 
bikeshare projects, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (for himself and 
Mr. SUOZZI): 

H.R. 4002. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for flexible giv-
ing accounts, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BURCHETT: 
H.R. 4003. A bill to amend title 18, United 

States Code, to provide penalty enhance-
ments for committing certain offenses while 
in disguise, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. BUSTOS (for herself, Mr. COLE, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mrs. RODGERS of 
Washington, Mr. RUSH, Ms. 
BARRAGÁN, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. 
MORELLE, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
SCHRADER, Mr. SOTO, Mr. MICHAEL F. 
DOYLE of Pennsylvania, and Ms. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER): 

H.R. 4004. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to establish an 
interagency council on social determinants 
of health, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. HICE of Georgia, Mr. FLORES, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. 
BUDD, Mrs. LESKO, Mr. DESJARLAIS, 
Mr. WRIGHT, and Mr. PERRY): 

H.R. 4005. A bill to require the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue to submit a re-
port on the Taxpayer Identification Number 
Perfection Program; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
AGUILAR, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. BEYER, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KHANNA, 

Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
MENG, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEGUSE, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. SOTO, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Ms. OMAR, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. MORELLE, 
and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 4006. A bill to require regulation of 
wastes associated with the exploration, de-
velopment, or production of crude oil, nat-
ural gas, or geothermal energy under the 
Solid Waste Disposal Act, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT (for himself, Mr. 
AGUILAR, Ms. BARRAGÁN, Mr. BEYER, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Ms. CLARKE of New 
York, Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. 
DEGETTE, Ms. DELBENE, Ms. ESHOO, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. 
HIGGINS of New York, Mr. JOHNSON of 
Georgia, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. KHANNA, 
Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. LYNCH, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
MENG, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. NEGUSE, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. PINGREE, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SERRANO, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, Mr. SOTO, 
Ms. SPEIER, Mr. TAKANO, Ms. 
WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Mr. WELCH, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Ms. OMAR, Mrs. WATSON COLE-
MAN, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. MORELLE, 
and Mr. SCOTT of Virginia): 

H.R. 4007. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act and direct the 
Secretary of the Interior to conduct a study 
with respect to stormwater runoff from oil 
and gas operations, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

By Ms. CLARKE of New York (for her-
self, Ms. PRESSLEY, and Ms. TLAIB): 

H.R. 4008. A bill to prohibit the use of bio-
metric recognition technology in certain fed-
erally assisted dwelling units, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (for him-
self, Mr. BARR, Mrs. RODGERS of 
Washington, Mr. BUCK, Mr. GAETZ, 
Mr. STEUBE, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. 
CHABOT, and Mr. ZELDIN): 

H.R. 4009. A bill to provide for the consid-
eration of a definition of anti-Semitism for 
the enforcement of Federal antidiscrimina-
tion laws concerning education programs or 
activities; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. CRAIG (for herself and Mr. 
PHILLIPS): 

H.R. 4010. A bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to establish insulin as-
sistance programs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (for himself and 
Ms. TLAIB): 

H.R. 4011. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 require lead remediation 
for qualified opportunity zone property origi-
nally constructed before January 1, 1978; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS (for himself and 
Mr. YOHO): 

H.R. 4012. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 and title 38, United States 
Code, to conduct risk analyses regarding cer-
tain educational institutions receiving pay-
ments under the Department of Education 
heightened cash monitoring payment meth-
od, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and in addition to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CURTIS (for himself and Mr. 
NEGUSE): 

H.R. 4013. A bill to require the Center for 
Medicare and Medicaid Innovation to test 
the effect of including telehealth services in 
Medicare health care delivery reform mod-
els; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. DEGETTE (for herself, Mr. 
NEGUSE, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
Mr. KHANNA, Mr. BEYER, Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, Mr. SARBANES, Mr. WELCH, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. 
ENGEL, Ms. LEE of California, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
RASKIN, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. SOTO, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. DESAULNIER, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Mr. MORELLE, and Mr. 
SCHIFF): 

H.R. 4014. A bill to repeal the exemption 
for hydraulic fracturing in the Safe Drinking 
Water Act, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. DESAULNIER, Ms. FRANKEL, 
Ms. DELBENE, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-
fornia, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 4015. A bill to amend title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and other statutes to 
clarify appropriate liability standards for 
Federal antidiscrimination claims; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, and in 
addition to the Committees on House Admin-
istration, the Judiciary, and Oversight and 
Reform, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. DELBENE (for herself, Mr. 
MOULTON, Mr. HIMES, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. FOSTER, and Ms. SPANBERGER): 

H.R. 4016. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Labor to establish a pilot program for pro-
viding portable benefits to eligible workers, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

By Ms. DELBENE (for herself and Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama): 

H.R. 4017. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to establish Lifelong 
Learning and Training Account programs; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DEUTCH: 
H.R. 4018. A bill to provide that the 

amount of time that an elderly offender 
must serve before being eligible for place-
ment in home detention is to be reduced by 
the amount of good time credits earned by 
the prisoner, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Mr. STEW-

ART, and Ms. STEVENS): 
H.R. 4019. A bill to protect and educate 

children about the dangers of e-cigarettes 
and other electronic nicotine delivery sys-
tems, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Ms. MENG, 
Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. QUIGLEY, 
and Miss RICE of New York): 

H.R. 4020. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to require the deployment of 
law enforcement personnel at airport screen-
ing locations at very large airports, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security. 

By Mr. ENGEL (for himself, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. HAALAND, 
and Mr. SERRANO): 

H.R. 4021. A bill to prohibit a Federal agen-
cy from using a facial recognition tech-
nology without a Federal court order, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Reform. 

By Mr. ESPAILLAT (for himself, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. MOORE, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. OMAR, Ms. LEE of California, 
Mr. SERRANO, and Ms. TLAIB): 

H.R. 4022. A bill to abolish the death pen-
alty under Federal law; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and in addition to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
H.R. 4023. A bill to reform the inspection 

process of housing assisted by the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

By Ms. FINKENAUER: 
H.R. 4024. A bill to improve the collection 

and distribution of broadband availability 
data; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself and 
Ms. WILD): 

H.R. 4025. A bill to establish the Mental 
Health in Schools Excellence Program to in-
crease the recruitment and retention of 
school-based mental health services pro-
viders, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. FULCHER: 
H.R. 4026. A bill to amend the Geothermal 

Steam Act of 1970 to promote timely explo-
ration for geothermal resources under geo-
thermal leases, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. MEAD-
OWS, Mr. KING of Iowa, and Mr. NOR-
MAN): 

H.R. 4027. A bill to amend section 230 of the 
Communications Act of 1934 (commonly re-
ferred to as the Communications Decency 
Act) to stop censorship, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. GOSAR (for himself, Mr. HAR-
RIS, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mrs. KIRK-
PATRICK, Mr. NORMAN, and Mr. 
BIGGS): 

H.R. 4028. A bill to require the Secretary of 
the Interior to establish a pilot program for 
commercial recreation concessions on cer-
tain land managed by the Bureau of Land 
Management; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. HECK (for himself, Mr. DUFFY, 
and Mr. YOUNG): 

H.R. 4029. A bill to amend the McKinney- 
Vento Homeless Assistance Act to enable In-
dian Tribes and tribally designated housing 
entities to apply for, receive, and administer 
grants and subgrants under the Continuum 

of Care Program of the Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma: 
H.R. 4030. A bill to require asylum officers 

to conduct credible fear screenings before ad-
mitting aliens seeking asylum into the 
United States, to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to establish an alter-
natives to detention pilot program, and to 
clarify that aliens transiting through third 
countries on the way to the United States 
are ineligible for asylum, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio (for himself, Ms. 
KAPTUR, Mr. HUIZENGA, Mrs. DIN-
GELL, Mr. QUIGLEY, Mr. RYAN, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. HIGGINS of New York, 
Mr. RUSH, Mr. KILDEE, Ms. MOORE, 
Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, Mr. MORELLE, 
Mr. KATKO, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. CAR-
SON of Indiana, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 
GONZALEZ of Ohio, Mr. STIVERS, Mr. 
COLLINS of New York, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. UPTON, Mr. 
REED, Mr. SCHNEIDER, Mr. STAUBER, 
Mr. GIBBS, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. GAL-
LAGHER, Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. KIND, Mr. 
KRISHNAMOORTHI, Mr. FOSTER, Mrs. 
LAWRENCE, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. BERGMAN, Mr. TUR-
NER, and Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 4031. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to reauthorize 
the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. KATKO (for himself, Mr. 
MORELLE, Mr. COLLINS of New York, 
Mr. BRINDISI, Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. JOYCE of Ohio, Mr. KILDEE, 
Mr. HUIZENGA, Mr. UPTON, Mr. RUSH, 
Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. GALLAGHER, 
Mr. STAUBER, Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, 
Ms. SLOTKIN, Mrs. DINGELL, Ms. 
TLAIB, Ms. KELLY of Illinois, Mr. 
QUIGLEY, Ms. MOORE, Ms. STEFANIK, 
Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms. FUDGE, 
Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. MITCHELL, and Mr. 
BERGMAN): 

H.R. 4032. A bill to require the Corps of En-
gineers to carry out an assessment of the re-
siliency of the Great Lakes coastline, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. KILDEE (for himself and Mrs. 
LAWRENCE): 

H.R. 4033. A bill to provide supplemental 
appropriations for safe and secure water, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce, and in addition to the 
Committees on the Budget, Ways and Means, 
Natural Resources, Agriculture, and Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mrs. RODGERS of Wash-
ington, Ms. JAYAPAL, Ms. SCHRIER, 
Mr. SMITH of Washington, and Mr. 
HECK): 

H.R. 4034. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
602 Pacific Avenue in Bremerton, Wash-
ington, as the ‘‘John Henry Turpin Post Of-
fice Building’’; to the Committee on Over-
sight and Reform. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Mr. 
HOLDING, and Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio): 

H.R. 4035. A bill to prohibit the use of pre-
miums paid to the Pension Benefit Guaranty 
Corporation as an offset for other Federal 
spending; to the Committee on Rules, and in 

addition to the Committee on the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KING of New York (for himself 
and Mr. PASCRELL): 

H.R. 4036. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide a better defined 
recruitment and retention incentive pro-
gram for volunteer emergency service work-
ers; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee (for 
himself and Mr. FOSTER): 

H.R. 4037. A bill to promote uniformity and 
reciprocity among States that license insur-
ance claims adjusters and to facilitate 
prompt and efficient adjusting of insurance 
claims, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Agriculture, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. LAHOOD (for himself and Ms. 
SEWELL of Alabama): 

H.R. 4038. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exclude certain post 
graduation scholarship grants from gross in-
come in the same manner as qualified schol-
arships to promote economic growth; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LEVIN of California (for him-
self, Mr. VARGAS, Mrs. DAVIS of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. PETERS): 

H.R. 4039. A bill to require the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to carry out a program to fund water 
infrastructure projects near the United 
States-Mexico border, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure, and in addition to the 
Committees on Energy and Commerce, and 
Foreign Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. LEWIS (for himself, Mr. CROW, 
Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mrs. MCBATH, and 
Ms. DEGETTE): 

H.R. 4040. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to extend the temporary 
exception to the application of the site neu-
tral IPPS payment rate to discharges from 
certain spinal cord specialty hospitals, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Ms. LOFGREN (for herself and Ms. 
MATSUI): 

H.R. 4041. A bill to promote the domestic 
development and deployment of clean energy 
technologies required for the 21st century; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, and Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. LOWEY: 
H.R. 4042. A bill to designate the Depart-

ment of Veterans Affairs community clinic 
in New City, New York, as the ‘‘Jerry 
Donnellan VA Community Clinic’’; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER (for himself, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. BOST, Mr. RODNEY 
DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. SHIMKUS): 

H.R. 4043. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to protect employees in the 
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building and construction industry who are 
participants in multiemployer plans, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and Labor, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MALINOWSKI (for himself, 
Mrs. FLETCHER, and Mr. GRAVES of 
Louisiana): 

H.R. 4044. A bill to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to reauthorize 
the National Estuary Program, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. MCEACHIN (for himself, Mr. 
LANGEVIN, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. HASTINGS, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. PETERS, Ms. SEWELL 
of Alabama, Mr. AGUILAR, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Ms. BLUNT 
ROCHESTER, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mrs. LURIA, Ms. HAALAND, Ms. 
SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. SPEIER, and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia): 

H.R. 4045. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to expand the credit for ex-
penditures to provide access to disabled indi-
viduals, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means, and in addition 
to the Committees on the Judiciary, Edu-
cation and Labor, Transportation and Infra-
structure, and Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MEADOWS (for himself, Mr. 
BROOKS of Alabama, Mr. GRIFFITH, 
Mr. GOSAR, Mr. MOONEY of West Vir-
ginia, and Mr. HARRIS): 

H.R. 4046. A bill to amend the Foreign In-
telligence Surveillance Act of 1978 to provide 
for certain changes to the semiannual report 
of the Attorney General to Congress regard-
ing actions taken under that Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Intelligence (Permanent Select), for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MEEKS: 
H.R. 4047. A bill to require certain Federal 

financial regulators to carry out an inde-
pendent study of their regulated entities’ 
processes for allowing third parties to access 
consumer-authorized financial data; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. MOULTON: 
H.R. 4048. A bill to limit the use, recording, 

or transmission of any speech or sound cap-
tured by a smart speaker, or any video or 
image captured by a video doorbell, and to 
prohibit, as an unfair or deceptive act or 
practice, such use, recording, or trans-
mission without the express consent of the 
consumer; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself and Mr. 
BEYER): 

H.R. 4049. A bill to provide that the head of 
a Federal agency may not prohibit State or 
local uniformed law enforcement officers 
from wearing or using body cameras on joint 
operations with Federal law enforcement of-
ficers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. OMAR (for herself, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Ms. NORTON, Ms. HAALAND, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mr. JOHNSON of Geor-
gia, Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. PINGREE, and 
Ms. MOORE): 

H.R. 4050. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Environmental Protection 

Agency to award grants for projects that are 
consistent with zero-waste practices, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. PANETTA (for himself and Mr. 
SUOZZI): 

H.R. 4051. A bill to create a Climate Action 
Rebate Fund in order to efficiently reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, provide a monthly 
rebate to the American people, encourage in-
novation of clean energy technologies and 
create new economic opportunities, ensure 
the resiliency of our infrastructure, assist 
with the transition to a clean energy econ-
omy, and leave a healthier, more stable, and 
more prosperous nation for future genera-
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and in addition to the Committees on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure, Agriculture, 
Energy and Commerce, Financial Services, 
Natural Resources, Veterans’ Affairs, Edu-
cation and Labor, Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, and Foreign Affairs, for a period to 
be subsequently determined by the Speaker, 
in each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. PRESSLEY (for herself, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Ms. BASS, Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. AMASH, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. CLAY, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. TLAIB, Ms. OCASIO- 
CORTEZ, Ms. OMAR, and Mr. MCGOV-
ERN): 

H.R. 4052. A bill to prohibit the imposition 
of the death penalty for any violation of Fed-
eral law, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4053. A bill to amend chapters 95 and 

96 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to re-
form the system of public financing for Pres-
idential election campaigns, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration, and in addition to the Committees 
on the Judiciary, and Ways and Means, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4054. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-

tion Campaign Act of 1971 to require the 
sponsors of certain general public political 
advertisements to include in the advertise-
ments information on the persons who pro-
vided the funding for such advertisements, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4055. A bill to amend the Federal Elec-

tion Campaign Act to clarify the treatment 
of coordinated expenditures as contributions 
made to candidates under such Act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina (for 
himself, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. MEAD-
OWS, Mr. NORMAN, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mr. 
SCHNEIDER, Ms. KUSTER of New 
Hampshire, Mr. BILIRAKIS, and Ms. 
BLUNT ROCHESTER): 

H.R. 4056. A bill to provide certain cov-
erage of audiologist services under the Medi-
care program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, and in 
addition to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. RODGERS of Washington (for 
herself and Mr. NEWHOUSE): 

H.R. 4057. A bill to restore employment and 
educational opportunities in, and improve 
the economic stability of, counties con-
taining National Forest System land, while 

also reducing Forest Service management 
costs, by ensuring that such counties have a 
dependable source of revenue from timber 
sales conducted on National Forest System 
land, to reduce payments under the Secure 
Rural Schools and Community Self-Deter-
mination Act of 2000 to reflect such counties’ 
receipt of timber sale revenues, to strength-
en stewardship end result contracting, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Ag-
riculture, and in addition to the Committee 
on Natural Resources, for a period to be sub-
sequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida (for himself 
and Mr. LIPINSKI): 

H.R. 4058. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a tax on green-
house gas emissions, accordingly reduce tax 
rates on payroll, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on Energy and 
Commerce, and Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, for a period to be subsequently deter-
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con-
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 4059. A bill to take certain lands in 

California into trust for the benefit of the 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. RUIZ (for himself, Mr. COOK, 
and Mr. GOMEZ): 

H.R. 4060. A bill to direct the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion to issue or revise regulations to provide 
for temporary flight restrictions in the vi-
cinity of outdoor music festivals; to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. RUSH (for himself, Mr. HUDSON, 
Mr. BUTTERFIELD, Mr. UPTON, and Mr. 
LARSON of Connecticut): 

H.R. 4061. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Energy to establish and carry out a com-
prehensive, nationwide, energy-related in-
dustries jobs program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. RUSH: 
H.R. 4062. A bill to provide for the imple-

mentation of a system of licensing for pur-
chasers of certain firearms and for a record 
of sale system for those firearms, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Ms. SÁNCHEZ (for herself, Mr. 
COHEN, Ms. MENG, and Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD): 

H.R. 4063. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for coverage 
of certified adult day services under the 
Medicare program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. NOR-
TON, Ms. HAALAND, and Mr. LAN-
GEVIN): 

H.R. 4064. A bill to require all newly con-
structed, federally assisted, single-family 
houses and town houses to meet minimum 
standards of visitability for persons with dis-
abilities; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Ms. JUDY 
CHU of California, Ms. SEWELL of Ala-
bama, Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. NORTON, 
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Mr. CARBAJAL, Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Mr. COX of California, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 
CÁRDENAS, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Ms. PORTER, 
and Mrs. TORRES of California): 

H.R. 4065. A bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to estab-
lish a pilot program for serving meals in 
community colleges, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SCHRADER (for himself and 
Mr. FLORES): 

H.R. 4066. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to provide that the President’s 
annual budget submission to Congress list 
the current fiscal year spending level for 
each proposed program and a separate 
amount for any proposed spending increases, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Budget. 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia (for 
himself and Mr. DUFFY): 

H.R. 4067. A bill to amend the Consumer 
Financial Protection Act of 2010 to direct the 
Office of Community Affairs to identify 
causes leading to, and solutions for, under- 
banked, un-banked, and underserved con-
sumers, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. SERRANO (for himself, Miss 
GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto Rico, Mr. 
SAN NICOLAS, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. JACK-
SON LEE, Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN, Mr. SOTO, and Ms. 
PLASKETT): 

H.R. 4068. A bill to require the United 
States Commission on Civil Rights to estab-
lish advisory committees for Puerto Rico, 
the Virgin Islands of the United States, 
Guam, the Commonwealth of the Northern 
Mariana Islands, and American Samoa; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Ms. STEFANIK (for herself, Mr. 
BYRNE, Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Ten-
nessee, and Mr. ROONEY of Florida): 

H.R. 4069. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 to harmonize the defi-
nition of employee with the common law; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California (for 
himself and Mr. SMITH of Nebraska): 

H.R. 4070. A bill to streamline the em-
ployer reporting process and strengthen the 
eligibility verification process for the pre-
mium assistance tax credit and cost-sharing 
subsidy; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and in addition to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TIMMONS (for himself and Mr. 
PANETTA): 

H.R. 4071. A bill to amend the Congres-
sional Budget and Impoundment Control Act 
of 1974 to provide that concurrent resolu-
tions on the budget include the rec-
ommended ratio of the public debt to the es-
timated gross domestic product for each fis-
cal year covered by the resolution; to the 
Committee on Rules, and in addition to the 
Committee on the Budget, for a period to be 
subsequently determined by the Speaker, in 
each case for consideration of such provi-
sions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. TRAHAN (for herself, Ms. 
STEFANIK, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, 
Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. MOORE, Ms. 
GARCIA of Texas, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, and Ms. HAALAND): 

H.R. 4072. A bill to deem officers and em-
ployees of the United States Government ex-
cepted from furlough during a Government 
shutdown in fiscal year 2020 to be eligible for 
unemployment compensation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. TRONE (for himself, Mr. BACON, 
Ms. LEE of California, Mr. WRIGHT, 
and Mrs. LEE of Nevada): 

H.R. 4073. A bill to amend the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 to provide Federal Pell 
Grants on behalf of an incarcerated indi-
vidual; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ (for herself and 
Mr. STIVERS): 

H.R. 4074. A bill to create a safe harbor for 
insurers engaging in the business of insur-
ance in connection with a cannabis-related 
business, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ (for herself and 
Mr. STIVERS): 

H.R. 4075. A bill to amend chapter 11 of 
title 35, United States Code, to require the 
voluntary collection of demographic infor-
mation for patent applications, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mrs. WAGNER (for herself and Mr. 
BUDD): 

H.R. 4076. A bill to require the Securities 
and Exchange Commission to implement 
rules simplifying the quarterly financial re-
porting regime; to the Committee on Finan-
cial Services. 

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (for 
herself, Ms. SHALALA, Ms. STEFANIK, 
Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. KING of New York, 
Mr. TAKANO, Mr. STIVERS, Ms. WIL-
SON of Florida, Mr. FITZPATRICK, Mr. 
TED LIEU of California, Mr. JOYCE of 
Ohio, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. RODGERS of 
Washington, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. 
BACON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. CARO-
LYN B. MALONEY of New York, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. WILD, 
Ms. STEVENS, and Mr. ZELDIN): 

H.R. 4077. A bill to amend the Older Ameri-
cans Act of 1965 to provide social service 
agencies with the resources to provide serv-
ices to meet the urgent needs of Holocaust 
survivors to age in place with dignity, com-
fort, security, and quality of life; to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ (for 
herself and Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana): 

H.R. 4078. A bill to reauthorize the Young 
Women’s Breast Health Education and 
Awareness Requires Learning Young Act of 
2009; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. ZELDIN: 
H.R. 4079. A bill to simplify and improve 

the Federal student loan program through 
income-contingent repayment to provide 
stronger protections for borrowers, encour-
age responsible borrowing, and save money 
for taxpayers; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor, and in addition to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. MORELLE: 
H. Con. Res. 56. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress that a 
commemorative postage stamp should be 
issued honoring Martha Matilda Harper, and 
that the Citizens’ Stamp Advisory Com-
mittee should recommend to the Postmaster 
General that such a stamp be issued; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

By Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself, Mr. 
GOSAR, Mr. HIGGINS of Louisiana, Mr. 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, Mr. WATKINS, 
Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. SCALISE, and Mr. 
MARSHALL): 

H. Res. 522. A resolution expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that 
the production of oil and natural gas is es-

sential to the economy and well-being of the 
United States, and that addressing energy 
needs requires cooperation instead of coer-
cion; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H. Res. 523. A resolution expressing support 

for the designation of National Public Safety 
Aviation Day; to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CLAY: 
H. Res. 524. A resolution calling on the 

United Arab Emirates to immediately end 
any form of human rights violations against 
political prisoners and prisoners of free 
speech, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H. Res. 525. A resolution calling for the 

designation of Antifa as a domestic terrorist 
organization; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. KILMER (for himself, Mr. 
GRAVES of Georgia, Ms. DELBENE, Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mrs. 
BROOKS of Indiana, Ms. SCANLON, Mr. 
CLEAVER, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. POCAN, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. TIMMONS, and Mr. 
NEWHOUSE): 

H. Res. 526. A resolution amending the 
Rules of the House of Representatives to im-
plement the first set of recommendations 
adopted by the Select Committee on the 
Modernization of Congress; to the Com-
mittee on Rules, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on House Administration, and the 
Judiciary, for a period to be subsequently de-
termined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. LOWENTHAL (for himself, Mr. 
POCAN, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CARSON of 
Indiana, Ms. ESHOO, Ms. LEE of Cali-
fornia, Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. DANNY K. 
DAVIS of Illinois, Ms. HAALAND, Ms. 
NORTON, Mr. SWALWELL of California, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. MOORE, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Georgia, Ms. OMAR, Mr. MCGOV-
ERN, Mr. RASKIN, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, 
Mr. COSTA, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. HIMES, Ms. 
BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. TORRES 
of California, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. LOF-
GREN, and Mr. PETERS): 

H. Res. 527. A resolution recognizing the 
goal of United States foreign policy should 
be to promote human rights and equal rights 
for all; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PASCRELL (for himself and 
Mr. KING of New York): 

H. Res. 528. A resolution expressing support 
for the designation of September 2019 as 
Campus Fire Safety Month; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Ms. SÁNCHEZ (for herself, Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. GOMEZ, Mrs. TORRES of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CISNEROS, Mr. COX of Cali-
fornia, and Mr. THOMPSON of Cali-
fornia): 

H. Res. 529. A resolution honoring the life 
of Petty Officer Raul Guerra of Montebello, 
California, who perished on October 8, 1967, 
during military operations off northern Viet-
nam, and the work of the Bring Raul Home 
Committee to have Petty Officer Raul 
Guerra’s remains laid to rest in California; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
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granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. BUTTERFIELD: 
H.R. 3957. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Under Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the 

Constitution, Congress has the power to col-
lect taxes and expend funds to provide for 
the general welfare of the United States. 
Congress may also make laws that are nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
their powers enumerated under Article I. 

By Ms. WATERS: 
H.R. 3958. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 and Clause 18 

of the United States Constitution 
By Mr. COHEN: 

H.R. 3959. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. MCGOVERN: 
H.R. 3960. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Clause 18 

By Mr. THOMPSON of California: 
H.R. 3961. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mr. WELCH: 
H.R. 3962. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-

gress shall have Power To . . . make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. BUDD: 
H.R. 3963. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (‘‘To regulate 

Commerce with foreign Nations, and among 
the several States, and with the Indian 
Tribes’’); Article I, Section 8, Clause 5 (‘‘To 
coin Money, regulate the Value thereof, and 
of foreign Coin, and fix the Standard of 
Weights and Measures’’); and Article I, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 18 (‘‘To make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States or in 
any Department or Officer thereof.’’). 

By Mr. BUDD: 
H.R. 3964. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 Clause 4 of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. LIPINSKI: 

H.R. 3965. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

Constitution of the United States grants the 
Congress the power to enact this law. 

By Mr. LIPINSKI: 
H.R. 3966. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: 
‘‘The Congress shall have power to lay and 

collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to 
pay the debts and provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United 
States;’’ 

By Ms. SEWELL of Alabama: 
H.R. 3967. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 and Amendment XVI of 

the United States Constitution 
By Mrs. HARTZLER: 

H.R. 3968. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
By Ms. BONAMICI: 

H.R. 3969. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. DOGGETT: 
H.R. 3970. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the 

United States Constitution. 
By Mr. MASSIE: 

H.R. 3971. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority for the Sen-

ior Citizens Tax Elimination Act is found in 
Article I, Section 8, which gives Congress the 
power to ‘‘lay and collect’’ taxes. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 
H.R. 3972. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 of the U.S. Constitution, include 

the power granted under Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 18 and the power granted to each 
House of Congress under Article I, Section 5, 
Clause 2 

By Mrs. HAYES: 
H.R. 3973. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mr. RYAN: 
H.R. 3974. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8: ‘‘To make all Laws 

which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the Government of the United States, 
or in any Department or Officer thereof.’’ 

By Mr. RUSH: 
H.R. 3975. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have power to . . . provide for the 
. . . general welfare of the United States 
. . .’’; 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: The Congress 
shall have power ‘‘To regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, and among the several 
states, and with the Indian tribes;’’ and 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: The Con-
gress shall have power ‘‘To make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into execution the foregoing powers, 
and all other powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the government of the United States, 
or in any department or officer thereof.’’ 

By Mrs. LAWRENCE: 
H.R. 3976. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 7: 
To establish post offices and post roads 

By Ms. HAALAND: 
H.R. 3977. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. CASTEN of Illinois: 
H.R. 3978. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

By Mr. MEUSER: 
H.R. 3979. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. KELLER: 

H.R. 3980. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the U.S. 

Constitution in that the legislation exercises 
legislative powers granted to Congress by 
that clause ‘‘to make all Laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into Exe-
cution the foregoing Powers, and all other 
Powers vested by this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States, or in any 
Department or Office thereof.’’ 

By Ms. PINGREE: 
H.R. 3981. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of the US Constitu-

tion 
By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 3982. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mr. FLORES: 
H.R. 3983. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 3984. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. FLORES: 

H.R. 3985. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Congress has authority to extend protec-

tion to unborn children with a detectable 
heartbeat under the Constitution’s grants of 
powers to Congress under the Equal Protec-
tion, Due Process, and Enforcement Clauses 
of the Fourteenth Amendment 

By Mrs. MCBATH: 
H.R. 3986. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (Commerce 

Clause) of the U.S. Constitution: ‘‘Congress 
shall have power . . . To regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. LOUDERMILK: 
H.R. 3987. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Virginia: 
H.R. 3988. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Ms. DEAN: 
H.R. 3989. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. GUEST: 

H.R. 3990. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States. 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia: 

H.R. 3991. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8. 

By Mr. HARDER of California: 
H.R. 3992. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia: 
H.R. 3993. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
U.S. Constitution, Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. SCALISE: 
H.R. 3994. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. ARRINGTON: 

H.R. 3995. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. BANKS: 
H.R. 3996. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress). 

By Mr. BANKS: 
H.R. 3997. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion, specifically clause 18 (relating to the 
power to make all laws necessary and proper 
for carrying out the powers vested in Con-
gress). 

By Mrs. BEATTY: 
H.R. 3998. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. BERGMAN: 
H.R. 3999. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States 
By Mr. BEYER: 

H.R. 4000. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments. 

[[Page H5180]] 
[Page H5179] 

By Mr. BLUMENAUER: 
H.R. 4001. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section VIII, Clause III 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: 
H.R. 4002. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. BURCHETT: 

H.R. 4003. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, 
Section 3, Clause 2. The Congress shall 

have Power to dispose of and make all need-
ful Rules and Regulations respecting the 
Territory or other Property belonging to the 
United States; and nothing in this Constitu-
tion shall be so construed as to Prejudice 
any Claims of the United States, or of any 
particular State. 

By Mrs. BUSTOS: 
H.R. 4004. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 18 of the United States Constitu-
tion. 

By Mr. CARTER of Georgia: 
H.R. 4005. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
‘‘The constitutional authority on which 

this bill rests is the power of Congress to 
make rules for the government and regula-
tion of the land and naval forces, as enumer-
ated in Article I, Section 8, of the United 
States Constitution.’’ 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 4006. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 

the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

By Mr. CARTWRIGHT: 
H.R. 4007. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 (relating to 

the power of Congress to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes.) 

By Ms. CLARKE of New York: 
H.R. 4008. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1; Section 8 

By Mr. COLLINS of Georgia: 
H.R. 4009. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Ms. CRAIG: 
H.R. 4010. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: 

H.R. 4011. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: 

H.R. 4012. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Necessary and Proper Clause (Art. 1, Sec. 8, 

Cl. 18) 
By Mr. CURTIS: 

H.R. 4013. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution 

By Ms. DEGETTE: 
H.R. 4014. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. DELAURO: 
H.R. 4015. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. DELBENE: 
H.R. 4016. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Ms. DELBENE: 

H.R. 4017. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I Section 8 
By Mr. DEUTCH: 

H.R. 4018. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I of the U.S. 

Constitution and Clause 18 of Section 8 of 
Article I of the U.S. Constitution. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 4019. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 1 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 4020. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 1; 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3; and 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. 

By Mr. ENGEL: 
H.R. 4021. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 1; 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1; 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3; and 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18. 

By Mr. ESPAILLAT: 
H.R. 4022. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article One of the United States Constitu-

tion, section 8, clause 18: 
The Congress shall have Power—To make 

all Laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into Execution the foregoing 
Powers, and all other Powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof 

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
H.R. 4023. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 18 of Section 8 of Article I: The Con-

gress shall have Power To make all Laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the Constitu-
tion in this Government of the United States 
or in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Ms. FINKENAUER: 
H.R. 4024. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Sec. 8, Clause 3: The Congress 

shall have Power . . . to Regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, and among the several 
States, and with the Indian Tribes 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 4025. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. FULCHER: 
H.R. 4026. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. GOSAR: 

H.R. 4027. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 ‘‘To regulate 

commerce with foreign nations, and among 
the several states, and with the Indian 
tribes.’’ 

Article 1 Section 8: ‘‘To make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into execution the foregoing powers, 
and all other powers vested by this Constitu-
tion in the government of the United States, 
or in any department or officer thereof.’’ 

In Planned Parenthood v Casey (1992), Jus-
tice Kennedy stated, in an opinion co-au-
thored by Justices Sandra Day O’Connor and 
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David Souter, that ‘‘At the heart of liberty is 
the right to define one’s own concept of ex-
istence.’’ Justice Kennedy continued in 
Obergefell v. Hodges (2015): ‘‘The Constitu-
tion promises liberty to all within its reach, 
a liberty that includes certain specific rights 
that allow persons, within a lawful realm, to 
define and express their identity,’’ 

By Mr. GOSAR: 
H.R. 4028. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 (the Prop-

erty Clause). Under this clause, Congress has 
[[Page H1463]] the power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re-
specting the territory or other property be-
longing to the United States. By virtue of 
this enumerated power, Congress has gov-
erning authority over the lands, territories, 
or other property of the United States—and 
with this authority Congress is vested with 
the power to all owners in fee, the ability to 
sell, lease, dispose, exchange, convey, or sim-
ply preserve land. The Supreme Court has 
described this enumerated grant as one 
‘‘without limitation’’ Kleppe v New Mexico, 
426 U.S. 529, 542–543 (1976) (‘‘And while the 
furthest reaches of the power granted by the 
Property Clause have not been definitely re-
solved, we have repeatedly observed that the 
power over the public land thus entrusted to 
Congress is without limitation.’’) Histori-
cally, the federal government transferred 
ownership of federal property to either pri-
vate ownership or the states in order to pay 
off large Revolutionary War debts and to as-
sist with the development of infrastructure. 

By Mr. HECK: 
H.R. 4029. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma: 

H.R. 4030. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section VIII of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mr. JOYCE of Ohio: 

H.R. 4031. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. KATKO: 

H.R. 4032. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 and Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 3. 
By Mr. KILDEE: 

H.R. 4033. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. KILMER: 
H.R. 4034. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 7, ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have Power to . . . establish Post 
Offices and Post Roads . . .’’ 

By Mr. KILMER: 
H.R. 4035. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1: The Congress 

shall have Power to lay and collect Taxes, 
Duties, Imposts and Excises, to pay the 
Debts and provide for the common Defence 
and general Welfare of the United States; but 
all Duties, Imposts and Excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States. 

Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18: To make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-

ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States or in any Department or Officer 
thereof. 

Article 1, Section 5, Clause 2: Each House 
may determine the Rules of its Proceedings, 
punish its Members for disorderly Behaviour, 
and, with the Concurrence of two thirds, 
expel a Member. 

By Mr. KING of New York: 
H.R. 4036. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To 

make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee: 
H.R. 4037. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional Authority on which 

this bill rests is the explicit power of Con-
gress to regulate in commerce in and among 
the states, as enumerated in Article I, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 3, the Commerce Clause of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. LAHOOD: 
H.R. 4038. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
ARTICLE I, SECTION 8, CLAUSE I 
The Congress shall have Power To lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. LEVIN of California: 
H.R. 4039. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. LEWIS: 

H.R. 4040. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Ms. LOFGREN: 
H.R. 4041. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Mrs. LOWEY: 

H.R. 4042. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mr. LUETKEMEYER: 
H.R. 4043. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority on which 

this bill rests is the power of Congress to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex-
cises to pay the debts and provide for the 
common Defense and general welfare of the 
United States, as enumerated in Article I, 
Section 8, Clause 1. Additionally, Congress 
has the Constitutional authority to regulate 
commerce among the States and with Indian 
Tribes, as enumerated in Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 3. 

By Mr. MALINOWSKI: 
H.R. 4044. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1, Clause 3, and 

Clause 18 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. MCEACHIN: 
H.R. 4045. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 4046. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Under Article I, Section 8 of the Constitu-

tion, Congress has the power ‘‘to make all 
Laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into Execution the foregoing Pow-
ers, and all other Powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the Government of the United 
States, or any Department or Officer there-
of’’. 

By Mr. MEEKS: 
H.R. 4047. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Commerce Clause (Article 1, Section 8, 

Clause 3) 
Neccesary and Proper Clause (Article 1, 

Section 8, Clause 18) 
By Mr. MOULTON: 

H.R. 4048. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Ms. NORTON: 

H.R. 4049. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Ms. OMAR: 

H.R. 4050. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article. 1. Section 1. 

By Mr. PANETTA: 
H.R. 4051. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 18 

By Ms. PRESSLEY: 
H.R. 4052. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 

H.R. 4053. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 4, and Article II, section 

1, of the Constitution authorize Congress to 
regulate federal elections. 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4054. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 4 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion, which states: ‘‘The Times, Places and 
Manner of holding Elections for Senators 
and Representatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the Legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time by Law make 
or alter such Regulations, except as to the 
Place of Chusing Senators.’’ 

By Mr. PRICE of North Carolina: 
H.R. 4055. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 4 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion, which states: ‘‘The Times, Places and 
Manner of holding Elections for Senators 
and Representatives, shall be prescribed in 
each State by the Legislature thereof; but 
the Congress may at any time by Law make 
or alter such Regulations, except as to the 
Place of Chusing Senators.’’ 

By Mr. RICE of South Carolina: 
H.R. 4056. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mrs. RODGERS of Washington: 

H.R. 4057. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 
The Congress shall have Power to dispose 

of and make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop-
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con-
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Mr. ROONEY of Florida: 
H.R. 4058. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 4059. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 

United States Constitution, to provide for 
the general welfare and make all laws nec-
essary and proper to carry out the powers of 
Congress. 

By Mr. RUIZ: 
H.R. 4060. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, Clauses 1 and 18 of the 

United States Constitution, to provide for 
the general welfare and make all laws nec-
essary and proper to carry out the powers of 
Congress. 

By Mr. RUSH: 
H.R. 4061. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. RUSH: 

H.R. 4062. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Ms. SÁNCHEZ: 

H.R. 4063. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 4064. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-

ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes. 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 
H.R. 4065. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. SCHRADER: 
H.R. 4066. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section I; and Article I, Section 

8, Clause 18: The Necessary and Proper 
Clause 

By Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 4067. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. SERRANO: 
H.R. 4068. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 and Article 

IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the Constitution. 

By Ms. STEFANIK: 
H.R. 4069. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clauses 3 and 18 of the 

Constitution of the United States. 
By Mr. THOMPSON of California: 

H.R. 4070. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mr. TIMMONS: 
H.R. 4071. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 9, Clause 7, which pro-

vides that, ‘‘No money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury, but in Consequence of Appro-
priations made by Law; and a regular State-
ment and Account of the Receipts and Ex-
penditures of all public Money shall be pub-
lished from time to time.’’ 

By Mrs. TRAHAN: 
H.R. 4072. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Necessary an Proper Clause (Art. 1, Sec. 8, 

Cl. 18) 
By Mr. TRONE: 

H.R. 4073. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause XVIII of the 

U.S. Constitution 
By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 

H.R. 4074. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-

ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 4075. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 
The Congress shall have Power . . . To reg-

ulate Commerce with foreign Nations, and 
among the several States, and with the In-
dian Tribes. 

By Mrs. WAGNER: 
H.R. 4076. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ: 
H.R. 4077. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article 1, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ: 
H.R. 4078. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority on which 

this bill rests is the power of the Congress to 
provide for the general welfare of the United 
States, as enumerated in Article 1, Section 8, 
Clause 1 of the United States Constitution, 
and to make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
such power as enumerated in Article 1, Sec-
tion 8, Clause 18 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. ZELDIN: 
H.R. 4079. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS TO PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 33: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 94: Mr. CASE and Mr. SMITH of Wash-

ington. 
H.R. 300: Mr. STAUBER and Mr. PETERSON. 
H.R. 336: Mr. ARRINGTON and Mr. 

RIGGLEMAN. 
H.R. 344: Mr. EMMER. 
H.R. 366: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 435: Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, Mr. BERA, 

and Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 490: Mr. WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 510: Mr. MARCHANT and Mr. GRAVES of 

Louisiana. 
H.R. 535: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 553: Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio. 
H.R. 555: Mr. YOUNG and Mr. HORSFORD. 
H.R. 561: Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. BOST, Mr. 

CHABOT, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 566: Mr. TONKO and Mr. PERLMUTTER. 
H.R. 585: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 

SOTO, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Ms. BONAMICI, Mr. SCHIFF, Ms. ESHOO, Mr. 

MORELLE, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 587: Mr. WEBER of Texas, Mr. COX of 

California, and Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 592: Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 637: Mr. CUNNINGHAM. 
H.R. 647: Mr. DELGADO. 
H.R. 714: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 724: Mr. COURTNEY. 
H.R. 728: Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Oklahoma 

and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 788: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 838: Mr. ALLRED and Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 873: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 886: Mr. STEUBE and Mr. JOHNSON of 

Ohio. 
H.R. 911: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 935: Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 943: Mr. WALTZ, Mr. ROONEY of Flor-

ida, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SERRANO, and Mr. 
GOLDEN. 

H.R. 948: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 961: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina and 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 968: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 1002: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 1109: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 1111: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 1133: Mr. LEVIN of California. 
H.R. 1139: Mr. CICILLINE. 
H.R. 1153: Mr. PETERS and Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 1154: Ms. STEVENS and Mrs. DAVIS of 

California. 
H.R. 1175: Mr. CLINE, Mr. GRAVES of Lou-

isiana, Mr. SIRES, Mr. WILSON of South Caro-
lina, Ms. FRANKEL, and Ms. MENG. 

H.R. 1220: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 1224: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL and Mr. 

YARMUTH. 
H.R. 1225: Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 1228: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 1230: Ms. HAALAND and Mr. SMITH of 

New Jersey. 
H.R. 1257: Ms. SPEIER. 
H.R. 1266: Mr. MORELLE. 
H.R. 1275: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 1297: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 1309: Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mex-

ico and Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 1321: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 1346: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 1370: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 1379: Mr. COLLINS of New York, Ms. 

WEXTON, Mr. CUMMINGS, Ms. SLOTKIN, Mr. 
KUSTOFF of Tennessee, Mr. HUIZENGA, and 
Mrs. HAYES. 

H.R. 1396: Mr. SENSENBRENNER and Mr. 
CUNNINGHAM. 

H.R. 1398: Ms. STEVENS and Mr. YOUNG. 
H.R. 1406: Mr. AMODEI and Mr. UPTON. 
H.R. 1434: Mr. DUNN, Mr. RIGGLEMAN, and 

Mr. PERRY. 
H.R. 1450: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 1530: Mr. RIGGLEMAN, Mr. COLE, and 

Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee. 
H.R. 1540: Mr. RUSH. 
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H.R. 1551: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 1570: Mr. TIMMONS and Mr. BUCK. 
H.R. 1597: Mrs. NAPOLITANO. 
H.R. 1605: Mr. HARRIS. 
H.R. 1607: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 1692: Mr. DOGGETT and Mrs. HAYES. 
H.R. 1695: Mr. AMODEI and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 1709: Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mex-

ico, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. CORREA, and Ms. 
SCHRIER. 

H.R. 1735: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN and Mr. 
TAKANO. 

H.R. 1748: Ms. BARRAGÁN and Mrs. AXNE. 
H.R. 1754: Mr. BERA and Mr. SWALWELL of 

California. 
H.R. 1765: Mr. CLYBURN. 
H.R. 1767: Mrs. LEE of Nevada. 
H.R. 1769: Mr. WALBERG. 
H.R. 1771: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 1773: Mr. MORELLE, Mrs. HARTZLER, 

Mr. KING of New York, and Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 1814: Ms. SLOTKIN and Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 1823: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 1840: Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 1854: Mr. CLINE and Mr. BIGGS. 
H.R. 1869: Ms. WEXTON and Mr. REED. 
H.R. 1878: Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Okla-

homa. 
H.R. 1903: Mrs. MURPHY, Mr. WOMACK, Ms. 

JACKSON LEE, Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. SWALWELL 
of California, and Mrs. HARTZLER. 

H.R. 1923: Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 1925: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 1934: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1948: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mrs. 

LOWEY, Mr. KELLER, Mr. COURTNEY, Ms. 
DEAN, Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, and Mr. RICHMOND. 

H.R. 1975: Ms. STEFANIK, Mr. BISHOP of 
Georgia, and Ms. KELLY of Illinois. 

H.R. 1980: Mr. MEUSER, Mr. SMUCKER, Mr. 
BERGMAN, Mrs. FLETCHER, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 
COOK, Mr. LAHOOD, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. BURCHETT, and Mrs. LESKO. 

H.R. 1996: Mr. WALKER. 
H.R. 2010: Mr. BOST and Mrs. LESKO. 
H.R. 2013: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 2051: Mr. COX of California and Ms. 

JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 2056: Ms. GABBARD and Ms. BLUNT 

ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 2088: Ms. GARCIA of Texas. 
H.R. 2096: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 2148: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2150: Ms. CRAIG, Mrs. MILLER, Mr. 

YARMUTH, Ms. CHENEY, and Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2156: Mr. CASE. 
H.R. 2164: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 2180: Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 2207: Mr. TRONE. 
H.R. 2214: Ms. HOULAHAN and Ms. SCHRIER. 
H.R. 2218: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 2222: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mr. 

SCHWEIKERT, Mr. NADLER, Mr. RUSH, Mr. 
SUOZZI, and Mr. MCKINLEY. 

H.R. 2227: Mr. PHILLIPS. 
H.R. 2236: Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia. 
H.R. 2250: Mr. CASE. 
H.R. 2256: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. 

PASCRELL, and Mr. MCEACHIN. 
H.R. 2260: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. 

DESJARLAIS. 
H.R. 2271: Mr. HARDER of California. 
H.R. 2275: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 2279: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 2293: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 2314: Mr. KRISHNAMOORTHI and Mr. 

KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 2339: Ms. CRAIG and Mr. KING of New 

York. 
H.R. 2349: Ms. JUDY CHU of California. 
H.R. 2353: Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois. 
H.R. 2381: Mr. GOTTHEIMER. 
H.R. 2382: Ms. STEVENS, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 

LEVIN of California, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PETER-
SON, and Mr. PHILLIPS. 

H.R. 2387: Mrs. AXNE. 
H.R. 2398: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mr. 

RUSH. 
H.R. 2405: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 2415: Mr. JEFFRIES and Ms. WATERS. 
H.R. 2420: Miss RICE of New York, Mr. VAN 

DREW, Ms. JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. CASTOR of 
Florida, and Ms. JAYAPAL. 

H.R. 2426: Mr. SUOZZI, Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. 
CURTIS, Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
DELGADO, and Mr. BROWN of Maryland. 

H.R. 2441: Mr. SABLAN. 
H.R. 2445: Mrs. AXNE, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 

Georgia, and Mr. PHILLIPS. 
H.R. 2466: Mr. HARDER of California, Ms. 

HILL of California, Mr. ROSE of New York, 
and Mr. YARMUTH. 

H.R. 2468: Ms. DEGETTE and Mr. YOUNG. 
H.R. 2474: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, 

Ms. DELBENE, Ms. MATSUI, Ms. WATERS, Mr. 
CONNOLLY, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Mr. KILMER. 

H.R. 2521: Mr. KILMER, Mr. COLE, and Mr. 
PHILLIPS. 

H.R. 2528: Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. 
H.R. 2569: Ms. BROWNLEY of California, Mrs. 

TORRES of California, and Mr. SEAN PATRICK 
MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 2571: Mr. WRIGHT. 
H.R. 2577: Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 
H.R. 2602: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 2632: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 2650: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. MEEKS, Ms. 

SHERRILL, Mr. PASCRELL, Ms. WILD, Mr. 
CICILLINE, Mr. HASTINGS, and Mrs. WATSON 
COLEMAN. 

H.R. 2653: Ms. MCCOLLUM and Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina. 

H.R. 2682: Mr. BYRNE. 
H.R. 2693: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 2711: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 2720: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 2764: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 2775: Mrs. DINGELL. 
H.R. 2781: Ms. JOHNSON of Texas. 
H.R. 2788: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 2795: Mr. LUJÁN. 
H.R. 2815: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. ROGERS of 

Kentucky, Mr. CALVERT, and Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.R. 2828: Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 2854: Mr. Garcı́a of Illinois. 
H.R. 2865: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 2878: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Ms. SE-

WELL of Alabama. 
H.R. 2912: Mr. WITTMAN. 
H.R. 2927: Ms. BASS. 
H.R. 2975: Mr. RUIZ and Ms. ROYBAL- 

ALLARD. 
H.R. 2985: Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. STANTON. 
H.R. 2988: Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. 
H.R. 3016: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 3018: Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. 
H.R. 3038: Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Okla-

homa. 
H.R. 3062: Mr. CLOUD. 
H.R. 3077: Mr. HIGGINS of New York, Ms. 

VELÁZQUEZ, and Mr. DELGADO. 
H.R. 3106: Mr. FOSTER and Ms. LEE of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 3107: Ms. NORTON, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 

Mr. BUDD, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. 
GALLAGHER, Mr. POSEY, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
RUSH, Mr. HOLDING, Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, 
Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. SCHRADER, Mr. 
O’HALLERAN, Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. 
JOYCE of Pennsylvania, Ms. SCHRIER, Mr. 
DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee, Mr. DUNN, Ms. 
LOFGREN, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. 
CISNEROS, Mr. COX of California, and Mr. 
HARDER of California. 

H.R. 3113: Mr. TONKO, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, 
Mr. ENGEL, Mr. ESPAILLAT, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. 
GAETZ, Mr. COHEN, Mr. KHANNA, Mr. VAN 
DREW, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. CLAY, 
Mr. CHABOT, Mr. COLE, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. RIGGLEMAN, Mr. RUSH, 
Mr. BISHOP of Utah, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. 
HAALAND, Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Ms. MOORE, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Mr. RESCHENTHALER, Mr. 

MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 
LUCAS, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mrs. 
AXNE, Ms. HILL of California, and Mr. MAST. 

H.R. 3115: Mr. LARSEN of Washington. 
H.R. 3119: Ms. SÁNCHEZ. 
H.R. 3125: Mrs. HAYES. 
H.R. 3190: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 3218: Mr. LAMALFA and Mr. HAGEDORN. 
H.R. 3219: Mr. GOLDEN. 
H.R. 3246: Mr. HAGEDORN. 
H.R. 3254: Mr. CARTWRIGHT. 
H.R. 3275: Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 3318: Mr. HAGEDORN. 
H.R. 3350: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3356: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3374: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 3378: Ms. WILSON of Florida, Ms. CAS-

TOR of Florida, and Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 3391: Mr. QUIGLEY. 
H.R. 3413: Mr. ROGERS of Alabama and Mr. 

HAGEDORN. 
H.R. 3447: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3450: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 3461: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 3463: Mrs. BUSTOS, Ms. WILD, Mrs. 

CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New York, Ms. CAS-
TOR of Florida, Mr. ENGEL, Mr. LEVIN of Cali-
fornia, Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. WELCH, Mr. KILMER, 
and Ms. STEVENS. 

H.R. 3465: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. SWALWELL of California, Mr. 
TAKANO, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 
SABLAN, and Mr. VARGAS. 

H.R. 3473: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 3497: Mr. LANGEVIN. 
H.R. 3502: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 

KRISHNAMOORTHI, and Mr. KILDEE. 
H.R. 3515: Mr. CARTER of Texas, Mr. 

GROTHMAN, and Mr. HAGEDORN. 
H.R. 3530: Mr. YOHO, Mr. POSEY, Mr. GRIF-

FITH, and Mr. GIANFORTE. 
H.R. 3555: Mrs. TRAHAN and Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 3561: Mr. PERLMUTTER, Mr. TIPTON, 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. 
GOTTHEIMER, Mr. BUDD, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of 
Georgia, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Ms. DEAN, Mr. 
BARR, and Mrs. AXNE. 

H.R. 3580: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. WENSTRUP, 
Mrs. HARTZLER, and Mrs. LESKO. 

H.R. 3594: Mr. NORMAN. 
H.R. 3598: Mr. LUJÁN, Mr. GOLDEN, Mr. 

KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. KATKO, and Mr. 
O’HALLERAN. 

H.R. 3609: Mrs. AXNE. 
H.R. 3612: Ms. JACKSON LEE and Mr. 

CUELLAR. 
H.R. 3654: Mr. SCHRADER. 
H.R. 3665: Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. GOTTHEIMER, 

Mr. LAMALFA, and Ms. SHALALA. 
H.R. 3670: Ms. STEFANIK and Ms. KUSTER of 

New Hampshire. 
H.R. 3671: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 3681: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 3714: Ms. SHALALA and Mr. CRIST. 
H.R. 3742: Mr. STANTON, Mr. KIND, Mr. 

LEVIN of Michigan, Mrs. TRAHAN, Ms. 
SHALALA, Mr. SARBANES, and Mr. THOMPSON 
of California. 

H.R. 3744: Mr. BRINDISI. 
H.R. 3748: Mr. SUOZZI and Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 3749: Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 

BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. NORTON, Mr. GALLA-
GHER, and Mr. GRIJALVA. 

H.R. 3766: Mrs. FLETCHER. 
H.R. 3797: Mr. GAETZ and Mrs. RODGERS of 

Washington. 
H.R. 3798: Ms. LEE of California, Ms. NOR-

TON, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, and Mr. PAPPAS. 
H.R. 3799: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 3801: Mr. CISNEROS and Mr. VELA. 
H.R. 3820: Mr. RIGGLEMAN. 
H.R. 3828: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 3829: Ms. HILL of California and Mr. 

DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 3833: Ms. JACKSON LEE. 
H.R. 3845: Mrs. AXNE. 
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H.R. 3851: Mr. WALDEN, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. SABLAN, and Mr. STANTON. 
H.R. 3866: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mrs. 

RADEWAGEN. 
H.R. 3867: Mr. SMITH of Washington and Ms. 

CASTOR of Florida. 
H.R. 3874: Mr. DOGGETT. 
H.R. 3881: Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto 

Rico and Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3896: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 3909: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3911: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3912: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3917: Ms. SCANLON, Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. 

GOLDEN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, and Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 3918: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 3922: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN and Ms. 

OMAR. 
H.R. 3930: Mr. BANKS, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. 

STEWART, Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma, and 
Mr. NORMAN. 

H.R. 3934: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 3942: Mrs. WALORSKI and Mr. WELCH. 

H.J. Res. 35: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. HUFFMAN, Miss RICE of New 
York, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. DEUTCH, Mr. SCHIFF, 
Mr. YARMUTH, and Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 

H. Con. Res. 25: Mr. RASKIN. 
H. Con. Res. 52: Mr. MORELLE. 
H. Res. 23: Mr. PHILLIPS and Ms. WEXTON. 
H. Res. 49: Mrs. AXNE. 
H. Res. 54: Mr. PETERSON and Mr. PHILLIPS. 
H. Res. 107: Mr. PHILLIPS. 
H. Res. 189: Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. MCKINLEY, 

Mr. PENCE, Mr. KILMER, and Ms. SPEIER. 
H. Res. 230: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H. Res. 255: Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio. 
H. Res. 259: Mr. COSTA. 
H. Res. 277: Ms. LEE of California, Mr. GRI-

JALVA, Mr. RUSH, Mr. WATKINS, Mr. RUTHER-
FORD, and Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. 

H. Res. 310: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H. Res. 326: Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Ms. STEVENS, and 

Mr. PALLONE. 
H. Res. 332: Mr. PETERS. 
H. Res. 334: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H. Res. 419: Mr. CASE. 

H. Res. 452: Mr. SIRES. 
H. Res. 480: Mr. SERRANO. 
H. Res. 482: Mr. LONG. 
H. Res. 488: Miss RICE of New York, Mrs. 

WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. BROWN of Maryland, 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
RICHMOND, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. DANNY 
K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, 
Mrs. LAWRENCE, and Mr. MCEACHIN. 

H. Res. 493: Mr. LAMBORN. 
H. Res. 495: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Ms. MCCOL-

LUM, Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Ms. NORTON, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Ms. PINGREE, Ms. OMAR, and Ms. JUDY CHU of 
California. 

H. Res. 496: Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. DEFAZIO, 
Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. DESAULNIER, and 
Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ. 

H. Res. 499: Mrs. TORRES of California. 
H. Res. 501: Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. RASKIN. 
H. Res. 502: Mr. COHEN. 
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